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LONDON, FEBRUARY 6, 1864. 
—_———— 
THE QUEEN’s sPEECH does not contain any allusion 
to law reform, or any other topic of peculiar interest to 
lawyers, 


Tue Joint-Stock Companies’ Act, 1862, Part III., 
relating wholly to the management and administration 
of companies under the Act, contains some important 
provisions for the protection of creditors, which are some- 
times wholly overlooked, even in the case of large and 
important companies. Some of these provisions are novel, 
but others have been taken from former joint-stock 
companies’ Acts. One of the most important of the 
former class of provisions is that which requires (section 
43) every limited company to keep a register of all mort- 
gages and charges specifically affecting the property of 
the company, which is to be open to inspection by any 
creditor, or member, at all reasonables times—each pro- 
vision being accompanied by the sanction of a heavy 
penalty. Another new provision (section 45) requires 
every company under the Act, not having a capital 
divided into shares, to keep, at a registered office, a 
register containing the names and addresses of its direc- 
tors and m: rs, and to this enactment there is also 
attached the sanction of a penalty. These enactments 
afford to creditors a valuable protection, and such was 
their intention. 

The following communication recently appeared in 
the 7imes, relating to the requirements of the Joint- 
Stock Companies’ Act, 1862, in relation to the accounts 
of banks, insurance companies, &c. :— 

It is advisable to direct attention to the Joint-Stock Com- 
panies’ Act, 1862, and to point out that some of its important 
provisions are evaded. 
~ Section 44 of the Act directs that every limited banking 
company and every insurance company, and deposit, provident, 
or benefit society under this Act, shall before it commences 
business, and also on the first Monday in February and the 
first Monday in August in every year during which it carries 
on business, make a statement in the form annexed hereto, or 
as near thereto as circumstances will admit, and acopy of such 
statement shall be put up in a conspicuous place in the regis- 
tered offices of the company, and in every branch office or place 
where the business of the company is carried on; and if default 
is made in compliance with the provisions of this section, the 
company shall be liable to a penalty not exceeding £5 for every 
day during which such default continues; and every director 
and manager of thecompany, who shall knowingly and wilfully 
authorize or permit such default, shall incur the like penalty. 

Form oF STATEMENT. 

The capital of the company is £ 
shares of £ each. 

The number of shares issued is : 

Calls to the amount of £ per share have been 
made, under which the sum of £ has been received. 

The liabilities of the company on the Ist day of January (or 
July) were £ ‘ 

Debts owing to sundry persons by the company :— 

On judgment.... ° £ 
On specialty .. 

On notes or bills .... oon 
On simple contracts..... os 
On estimated liabilities.....0++serssesseeress veugsceeds 











, divided into 


eeerereoererese Pe eeeeeer eeneeseseees 





Tho assets of the com on that day were:— 
Government securities (stating them)........:...€ 
Bills of exchange and promissory notes.........£ 
Cash at bankers........++.s00* cor ovconvcadsenesesecnede 
Other securities..........s0+++seeses iasetihaiabidaeaille 

Now, it cannot be too generally known that the above par- 
ticulars are required to be published, though this provision is 
evaded by limited banks and insurance companies registered 
under the Act. 

There is no good reason why this useful provision should not 
have been extended to all companies. | Unless the public have 
some means of knowing the precise state of the business of a 
limited company, it is impossible for traders to determine if 
credit can be given to it with safety. With an unlimited com- 
pany the creditor looks te the solvency of the shareholders; 
with a limited company, his only reliance is the position of the 
business. If it were right that the public should have the 
means of ascertaining this in the case of a bank or an insurance 
company, it is, at least, equally important that it should be ob- 
tainable from other companies, especially where the creditors 
have no other security than the actual assets, and to whom, 
therefore, a knowledge of the true position of affairs is essential. 

Balance sheets are not now required to be registered, nor is 
any power given to the public or creditors to inspect them. 
This is considered an extraordinary oversight, for the principle 
of limited liability should be compulsory publicity. How can 
the public know whether to trust a company, if ignorant of the 
state of its position? 

Section 44 was incorporated into the Act from the 
21 & 22 Vict. c. 91,8. 4 (an Act to enable joint-stock 
banking companies to be' formed on the principle o 
limited liability) but extended so as to embrace insu- 
rance companies, and deposit, providence, and benefit so- 
cieties under the Act: and we quite agree with the — 
gestion of the writer whom we have quoted, that t 

rovision ought to be extended to all companies. It 

bly — however, to a much larger number than 
might supposed from a perusal of section 44 only, 
and we think it applies clearly to a// insurance com- 
panies founded or registered under any of the pre- 
vious “ Joint-Stock Companies Acts,” as that ca’ is 
defined by section 175. A frequently recurring phrase, 
throughout the different parts of the Act, is “a com- 
pany under this Act,” and it isa curious omission that 
the Act contains no definition or statement of the mean- 
ing of these words. But section 176 makes the Act 
generally applicable to companies “ founded and regis- 
tered” under the previous Joint-Stock Companies Acts, 
or any of them; and section 177 enacts that “this Act 
shall apply to companies registered, but not formed 
under the said Joint-Stock Companies Acts, or any of 
them, in the same manner as it is mae nde declared to 
apply to companies registered but not formed under 
this Act.” Therefore, any insurance company registered 
under any of the former Acts, would be a company 
within the provisions of the Act of 1862, and so would 
be liable to the operation of Part III. If there is such 
systematic neglect of its provisions as is alleged, it 
probably arises from an oversight on the part of 
companies and their officers, of the rights of the 
creditors, under these provisions, and of the heavy 
penalties by which they are protected. Lhe mode 
of recovering these alties is rendered so simple, 
that it is not unlikely we may hear of some at- 
tempts to enforce them, where creditors find any diffi- 
culty in obtaining information as to the financial pobi- 
tion of a company—especially as, under section 66, the 
justices imposing any penalty, may direct the whole or 
part to be applied in payment of the costs, or in reward- 
ing the person at whose suit the penalty has been re- 
covered. 


WE REFER OUR READERS to a case of considerable 
importance, arising under the Merchandise Marks’ Act, 
1862, which will be found reported at length in another 

art of our columns. ‘Two summonses were taken out 
fore one of the metropolitan police magistrates, against 
two auctioneers, for ing to give up the names of 
the persons from whom they had received certain pianos, 
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and which they had sold, bearing the trade mark of the 


complainant. The ings were instituted under 
the 6th section of the Act. It appeared that the 
complainant Rolfe carried on business as a piano-forte 
manufacturer in Regent-street, up to the year 1858, and 
that he used the words “ Rolfe & Co., Regent-street,” as 
his trade mark ; that in that year he became bankrupt, 
and had not carried on business in Regent-street from 
that date; and that he had since made and sold pianos 
at Manchester, and had placed the words ‘‘ Rolfe & Co., 
Regent-street,” on the pianos so manufactured. It ap- 
peared, also, that he had, in some instances, placed these 
words upon pianos not manufactured by himself, and 
had also, in one instance at least, placed on a piano, 
which he had purchased, the name of a third person. 
Assuming the complainant's right to be protected in the 
use of the trade mark, it was proved that the pianos sold 
by the defendants bore his trade mark, and that they 
were not manufactured by him. The principal ground 
of defence was that although the complainant might 
have been entitled, prior to the year 1858, and so long 
as he continued bond fide to carry on business in 
rs. te oe mg to be “yee in respect of his 
trade mark, yet that the representations now made 
as to the trade mark were deceptive and untrue, and 
disentitled him to relief. It was urged that as the 
proceedings under the Act partook of a crfminal cha- 
racter, the Act must be construed strictly, and that as 
strong a case must be made out as would be necessary 
to entitle the complainant to relief in equity. It was 
said that the words employed as the trade mark, by 
representing that the manufacturer carried on business 
in Regent-street, were, pro tanto, a warranty as to the 
respectability and character of the manufacturer, and a 
guarantee that a person occupying such a position 
would not impose an inferior article upon the public, 
and that persons purchasing the pianos would be in- 
fluenced by this circumstance. The case of The Leather 
Cloth Company (Limited) v. The American Leather Cloth 
a (Limited), 12 W. R. 289, lately decided by the 
Lord Chancellor, will be found to establish some very 
important principles as to the right of the owner of a 
trade mark to relief in equity. His Lordship says, 
* When the owner of a trade mark applies for an in- 
junction to restrain the defendant from injuring his 
property, by making false representations to the public, 
it is essential that the plaintiff should not, in his trade 
mark, or in the business connected with it, be himself 
guilty of any false or misleading representations, for if 
the plaintiff makes any material false statement in con- 
nection with the —- he seeks to protect, he loses, 
and very justly, his right to claim the assistance of a 
court of equity.” Again, “‘ Where any symbol or label, 
claimed as a trade mark, is so constructed or worded as 
to make or contain a distinct assertion which is false, I 
think no property can be claimed in it, or, in other 
words, the right to the exclusive use of it cannot be 
maintained. The sale of an article stamped with a 
false statement is, yro tanto, an imposition on the public, 
and, therefore, in the case supposed, the plaintiff and 
defendant would be both in pari delicto,’ And one of 
the false representations alluded to by his Lordship in 
that case, was a representation as to the place where 
the article bearing the trade mark was manufactured. 
It wilt be seen, however, that the magistrate overruled 
all the objections, and made an order under the 6th 
section. ‘Ihe case will probably be carried further, and 
the opinion of one of the superior courts obtained u 

the construction and effect of this important i 
Meanwhile, it will be of some service to magistrates and 
the profession to know what view has been adopted by 
one of the metropolitan magistrates. 


Tae Merrororran anv Provincia, Law Assocta- 
tion has presented the following memorial to the 
Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster, with reference to 
the appointment of solicitors as borough magistrates :— 





That the said Association is composed of nearly 800 prac 
tising attorneys and solicitors in England and Wales, and that 
its objects are to promote the interests of suitors by the 
better and more economical administration of the law, and to 
maintain the rights, and increase the usefulness of the pro- 
fession. 

That your memorialists have been informed that it has been 
lately proposed to i the ber of magistrates in Liver- 
pool, and that accordingly a list of persons, whom, it is locally 
desired, should be added to that body, has been forwarded to 
you, and that in such list are included the names of Mr. 
‘Ambrose Lace and Mr. Thomas Avison, two eminent solicitors 
practising in Liverpool. 

That your memorialists have also been informed that you 
have the intention not to appoint the two above-named gen tle- 
men magistrates, for some reason arising from the circumstance 
of their being practising attorneys. 

Your memorialists beg to submit that there is no statute, 
or any rule of court, or maxim of the common law, that your 
memorialists are aware of, rendcring a practising attorney 
inc apable of becoming a borough magistrate. 

That, on the contrary, it happens, in very numerous in- 
stances every year, that a practising attorney is chosen 
mayor of his borough, and thus, in virtue of the express provi- 
sions of the 57th section.of the Municipal Corporations Act 
(5 & 6 Will. 4, c. 76), becomes during his mayoralty, a justice of 
the peace for his borough, and continues to be so during the 
next succeeding year after he ceases to be mayor. And there are 
also instances of attorneys having been specially appointed 
borough justices in precisely the same manner as the inhabi- 
tants of Liverpool now seek the appointment of Mr. Lace and 
Mr. Avison, and amongst the attorneys so appointed, are some 
of the most useful magistrates now living. 

That, again, section 34 of the Attorneys’ and Solicitors’ Act 
(6 & 7 Vict. c. 73) expressly provides that the prohibition, by 
its previous section, of practising attorneys or solicitors being 
county justices, shall not extend, or be construed to extend, to 
any city, town, cinque port, or liberty, having justices of the 
peace within their respective limits and precincts, by charter, 
commission, or otherwise, but that in every such city, town, 
liberty, and’ placa, attorneys and solicitors may be capable of 
being justices of the peace. 

That your memorialists have always held the opinion, and 
have on eeveral occasions publicly urged it, that it is incon- 
venient, and calculated to cast a doubt upon the purity of the 
administration of justice, for any individual who is engaged in 
the conduct and management of litigation, to hold at the same 
time a judicial office, before which any question in which he 
may be professionally interested may have to be submitted 
for judgment. 

Your memorialists, on this and similar grounds, have objected 
to the union, in the same person, of the offices of town clerk 
and borough coroner, ana those of undersheriff and prosecuting 
attorney, and on the same grounds they would acquiesce and 
concur in the ‘propriety of a rule that no attorney appointed 
a magistrate should afterwards engage in criminal business; 
and your memorialists believe that neither Mr. Lace nor Mr. 
Avison would feel any difficulty in subscribing to such a rule, 
as your memorialists are informed and believe that neither of 
them ever practises before magistrates, 

That your memorialists can appeal with confidence to, and, 
if necessary, adduce instances of, the benefits which have re- 
sulted to benches of magistrates, as well as to the public, from 
past appointments of practising attorneys as justices of their 
respective boroughs. 

Your memorialists beg, therefore, most respectfully, yet most 
urgently, to press upon you that attorneys, from the very 
nature of their avocations, are more competent to per- 
form magisterial duties than persons who have not re- 
ceived a legal education, and that not to appoint a person 
a borough magistrate on the sole ground that he is a practising 
attorney, when he is otherwise duly qualified, is practically to 
refuse to the inhabitants of every borough the range of choice 
which the Legislature has expressly reserved to them, and also 
to inflict a most undeserved stigma upon ali the members of 
a profession, which has always shown itself, at least, as 
trustworthy , loyal, and patriotic, as any of the classes of her 
Majesty’s subjects on whom such dignities are freely con- 
ferred, 

That, independently of the considerations above-mentioned, 
your memorialists beg to observe that it is ospecially desirable 
that, in the great commercial town of Liverpool, persons of 
legal attainments should be appointed magistrates, from the 
frequent occurrence before the magistrates there, of difficult 
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cases under the Merchant Shipping Act, and other Acts re- 
lating to commercial law, which magistrates, not versed in the 
law, are unable satisfactorily to deal with. 

The memorialists, therefore, pray that Mr. Ambrose Laco 
and Mr. Thomas Avison, may be appointed magistrates of the 
Borough of Liverpool. 

The memorial is signed by Mr. William Shaen, M.A., 
chairman of the association, and Mr. Philip Rickman, 
secretary. 

The subject which is touched upon in this memorial 
has already attracted considerable attention, and given 
rise to much discontent in the profession, and we believe 
there never was a better sepereneny for bringing it 
under the consideration of the Government than in the 
present case, as Mr. Avison and Mr. Lace are both 
gentlemen of the highest character and social repute in 
their own important neighbourhood. The appointment 
of these gentlemen has been unanimously solicited by 
the municipal council of Liverpool, and is desired by a 
large number of their fellow-townsmen, and thus the 
rule which causes their exclusion—if indeed the custom 
is referrible to anything that ought to be called a rule— 
ie resented in its most objectionable and inexcusable 

ight. ? 

AN ARRANGEMENT has been made between the mem- 
bers of the “late” Northern Circuit and the New Mid- 
land Circuit, which is to continue for twelve months. 
Under the Act of Parliament for altering the cir- 
cuits, the forthcoming Northern Circuit will comprise 
Durham, Newcastle, Carlisle, Appleby, Lancaster, and 
Liverpool, and that the Midland Circuit will embrace 
Warwick, Derby, Nottingham, Lincoln, and York. 


Tae Jupicran Commitrer or 1He Privy Counc. 
will, according to the present arrangement, give judg- 
ment in the case of the Essays and Reviews on Monday 
next, the 8th of February. 

Tr 1s statep that a Bill will be introduced into the 
House of Commons early in the present session by Mr. 
Black, the Member for Edinburgh, for the consolidation 
of the Acts relating to literary copyright. 





THE NEW BAR REGULATIONS. 


The new regulations of the Inns of Court, as to the 
admission of students, and legal education generally, 
will be found at length elsewhere in our columns. They 
are the result, no doubt, of long and careful considera- 
tion on the part of the Benchers, and are, probably, in 
some of their main features, a compromise between the 
extreme views, on the one hand, of the old school, who 
are satisfied with the system which produced our 
Hardwickes, Mansfields, Eldons, Sugdens, and a host of 
other great lawyers whom it would be easy to name, 
and, on the other, the modern notions, which find their 
shibboleth in Competitive Examination. It is the pecu- 
liarity, and, indeed, often the boast, of English institu- 
tions, that they are the result of practical wisdom, 
rather than of pure Logic, and this would teks be 
the apology for the scheme now before us. We are cer- 
tainly not among those who would depreciate the 
wisdom that is gained by experience, or would sacrifice 
efficiency, or even convenience, to the exigencies of 

ical consistency, or ideal perfection, yet we are at 
a loss to explain, on either of such grounds, some of 
the most important items in these regulations. 

So far as we are aware, it is now for the first time re- 
quired by all the inns of court that a student, entering 
any one of them, shall pass a preliminary examination. 
We believe there was some rule of this kind in the 
Temple, but not at Lincoln’s-inn or Gray’s-inn; and 
even at the Temple it had come to be little more than a 
mere form. Now there is to be the same rule for all 
the inns, and the intention of the benchers is, that the 
examination shall be a reality. All those who pin their 
faith to examinations as a test of intellectual attain- 
ments and capacity, will receive this announcement with 





leasure, and consider it a step at least in the right 
Sapection 4 but we cannot help considering that the 
regulation in question is open to no little objection, from 
whatever quarter it is viewed. If it be desirable that 
no student should be admitted to any inn of court with- 
out showing something like an equality in intellectual 
training and acquisitions with members of universities, 


the subjects of the English and Latin and 
English history are far too limited, pa A Baynes 


curriculum of the universities; for while such a mode 
of progeeding might insure intellectual fitness im the 
successful candidates, it must often prove i 
in the extreme to men who have not had the ed- 
vantage of an university education, and yet whose 
general attainments and legal knowledge would fit 
them as well for success at the Bar as the average run 
of graduates. Indeed, it would be easy to suggest a course 
of examination upon the Philosophy of Language, or upon 
Englh history, which ordinary university men would 
find just as much difficulty in passing as mere literates. 
But, we presume, the preliminary examination will be 
of the usual facile character, and will not be more diffi- 
cult than those which take place before the Civil Service 
Examiners, on the same subjects. In that case, however, 
it seems to us that the programme is hardly consistent 
with the dignity of the higher branch of the legal pro- 
fession, and that it has very much the appearance of a 
make-believe. If the pa examination is really 
intended as a fair test of general education, it is not easy 
to understand why arithmetic, geography, English com- 
position, and modern languages, should be entirely ex- 
cluded. If, instead of seeking admission to the Bar, the 
candidate was desirous of obtaining a clerkship in any of 
the public offices, he would be required to show some 
proficiency in either one, or more, of these subjects, 
and it can hardly be argued that a lower standard than 

what is demanded for such an spociteenet is creditable 

to the Bar, as a body. The following examples. will 
serve for a comparison.* 

CuariTaBLe Trusts Commissiox. 

1, Exercises designed to test handwriting and orthography. 
2. Arithmetic (including vulgar and decimal fractions). 3. 
English composition. 4. Précis. 5. Two at least of the fol- 
lowing:—(a) Latin or a modern foreign language; (6) En- 
glish history; (c) elementary mathematics, 

Civi, Service Commission. 

1. Clerks.—1. Exercises designed to test handwriting and 
orthography. 2. Arithmetic (including vulgar and decimal 
fractions, square roots, and the use of logarithms). 3. English 
composition. 4. Précis (involving the preparation and digest 
of tabular statements). 5. Geography. 6, History of England. 
7. Latin, 8. French, or another modern language. 


CoLonIaL OFFICE. 

l. Clerks,—Preliminary examination.—1, Exercises de- 
signed to test handwriting and orthography. _ 2, Arithmetic 
(including vulgar and decimal fractions), 3, Précis. or ab- 
stract of official papers. 4. Geography. 5. Translation from 
one of the following languages :—Greek, Latin, French, 
German, Spanish, Italian,—the selection being left to the 
candidate. 

2. Writers in Ceylon.— Preliminary Examination. — 1. 
Exercises designed to test handwriting and orthography. 2. 
Arithmetic (including vulgar and decimal fractions). 3. The 
preparation of a précis or abstract of official epee 4. Geo- 
graphy, particularly that of British India and its dependencies. 
5. Translation from one of the following languages:—Greek, 
Latin, French, German, Spanish, and Italian—the selection 
being left to the candidate. 

Customs. 

1. Clerks in the solicitor’s office. —1. Exercises designed to 
test handwriting and orthography. 2. Arithmetic (including 
vulgar and decimal fractions). 3. English composition. 4. 
Geography. 5. English history. 6. Latin. 


* We have taken these extracts from “The Guide to the Three Ser- 
vices,” By J. P. Hall, 1860, 
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So long as the Bar required no preliminary test as to 
the intellectual fitness of those whom it admitted into 
its ranks, it avoided all disagreeable comparisons, in 
this respect, with other fields of educated labour ; but, 
now that it has given its adhesion to the dogma 
which finds its exponent in the Civil Service Commis- 
sion, and has condescended to afford the general public 
some guarantee of the educational and social fitness of 
its members, it cannot find fault with the comments to 
which its recent programme will naturally give rise. 
Of course, it cannot be allowed that a student for the 
Bar need not be as well educated as a clerk in a solici- 
tor’s office, or in one of the public departments of 
State. The question, therefore, is simply whether the 
Benchers of the Inns of Court require too little, or the 
Civil Service Commissioners require too much ; and 
this we may well leave to the unassisted judgment of 
our readers. For our own part, we cannot help think- 
ing that, at least, one modern foreign language, English 
composition, arithmetic, and geography ought to be 
included within the range of subjects, if the examination 
is meant to be any fair test of the candidate’s education 
and consequent fitness as a candidate barrister. The 
judges who had the ordering of the preliminary exami- 
nation in general knowledge for persons desirous of 
entering into articles of clerkship to attorneys or solici- 
tors, have ordained the following programme, which is 
now in force at the Law Institution :— 

1. Reading aloud a passage from some English author, 

2. Writing from dictation. 

3. English grammar. 

4, Writing a short English composition. 

5. Arithmetic. A competent knowledge of the first four 
cules, simple and compound. 

6. Geography of Europe and of the British Isles. 

7. History. Questions on English history. 

8. Latin. Elementary knowledge of Latin. 

9. 1. Latin. 2, Greek, modern or ancient. 
4, German. 5. Spanish. 6. Italian. 

With reference to the subjects numbered 9, each candidate 
is examined in one language only, according to his selection. 

Probably the Benchers of the Inns of Court over- 
looked this syllabus; but, whether they have done 
so or not, it is a remarkable fact that, at the present 
moment, there is a higher standard in general know- 
ledge for a non-university man who desires to be ad- 
mitted an attorney, than for one who has the higher 
ambition of gaining admission to the Bar. 

There are other points in these regulations which are 
deserving of notice, and shall have our attention in a 
future number. At present we can only add that we 
entirely approve of the provision which makes private 
pupilage for one year in the chambers of a barrister or 
conveyancer equal to an attendance, during the same 
period, at the public lectures and private classes of two 
of the readers. The system which was inaugurated a 
few years ago has already been tried long enough, and 
it is clear that the theoretical knowledge which may be 
gained in the public lecture room, or even the private 
class room, is not always accompanied by the practical 
skill that is quite as necessary to make a reliable ad- 
vocate or adviser; and it is certainly very undesirable 
to induce students for the Bar to abstain from that kind 
of preparation which can be had only in the chambers 
of a practising barrister. 


3. French. 


FOREIGN ATTACHMENT IN THE LORD MAYOR’S 
COURT 


The process of “foreign attachment” in the Lord 
Mayor's Court is an old grievance. Unlike other ves- 
tiges of archwological antiquity, it has been allowed to 
remain untouched by the hand of the reformer many 
long years after it had been found to be a serious incon- 
venience and a palpable anachronism. Nothing less 


than the powerful protection of Gog and Magog could 
have been sufficient to save from the vengeance of its 
victims this inexcusable relict of a by-gone age. Cries, 





both loud and deep, are often heard in the city at the 
misdeeds of the Lord Mayor's familiars, who issue forth 
from the “ outer chamber ” of the Guildhall, armed with 
the formidable medieval weapon of Attachment. Here 
is a groan from one of the sufferers :— 


A client of ours, a man of the first respectability, carrying 
on business at the West-end of London, having a few days ago 
a balance at his banker’s (a west-end branch of one of the 
banks having its head-quarters in the City of London) of about 
£500, a little more or less, was astonished to receive from the 
manager an intimation that his money had been attached by 
process issued in the Lord Mayor’s Court. Our client’s con- 
nections being numerous and wealthy, he was enabled within 
a single day to find two men of substance prepared to submit 
to the offensive examination of the claimaut’s attorney. The 
requisite two day’s notice in writing was given to these gen- 
tlemen, and on the third day they attended before the registrar 
and executed a bond for £1,000 each, being quadruple the sum 
wrongfully demanded, and the attachment was thereupon dis- 
solved. 

As the subject matter which forms the pretence for this pro- 
ceeding may perhaps come before a jury for adjudication 
(although we are by no means as sure of that fact as we should 
like to be), we think it proper not to mention the name of 
plaintiff, defendant, or gartiishee; but, knowing all the cir- 
cumstances of thecase, we do not hesitate to state that there is 
not the shadow of a foundation in law or equity for the 
demand. 

The plaintiff we may further state to be a man well known 
through the ample police reports of some cases which have 
formed the subject of indignant magisterial and newspaper 
comment, and the claim he puts forth is a manifest attempt 
to extort money by legal process. 

Our client asks—Is there no means of putting an end to or 
checking this monstrous prerogative of the Lord Mayor's 
Court? He suggests that what was a source of irritation and 
annoyance to himself and his friends, the securities, might be 
ruin to a person as honest as himself and the victim of a similar 
proceeding, 


As some of our readers may be unacquainted with 
the nature of this formidable process, we shall give a 
short sketch of it. Its object is to enable a creditor to 
attach the money, debts, or goods of his debtor in the 
hands of a third person (supposing him to be within the 
jurisdiction of the city), and so as to deprive the owner, 
whoever he may be, of all control over the property 
attached until he appears to answer the claim of his 
creditor, or until the debt is satisfied. The custom was 
once thus certified by Recorder Starkey :—“ If a plaint 
be affirmed in London against any person, and it be 
returned nihil, if the plaintiff will surmise that another 
person within the 4 isa debtor to the defendant in 
any sum, he shall have garnishment against him to 
warn him to come in and answer whether he be in- 
debted in the manner alleged by the other;” and then 
the Recorder proceeds to mention what further steps 
may be taken. Stated shortly, they consist in placing 
the garnishee in the shoes of a defendant, and oblig- 
ing the — to show cause why there should 
not be judgment against him personally for the money, 
goods, or chattels in his possession, and alleged to be- 
ong to the defendant. The peculiarity of the process is, 
that the attachment may issue defore the plaintiff has 
obtained judgment against the real defendant.* It is 
easy to see what hardship and injustice must naturally 
arise from such a pr ing, and it is hard 
to understand why the judge of a city court should be 
endowed with a jurisdiction which has been denied to 
the judges of the superior courts at Westminster. The 
garnishee clauses of the Common Law Procedure Act, 
1854, were framed in a very different spirit, and with a 
much greater regard to the requirements of justice than 
characterise this customary civiclaw. Sections 60—67 
of that Act contain various provisions relating to gar- 
nishment ; but they contain no provision making debts 
or property attachable in the hands of a garnishee, ex- 

* A succinct and reliable account of the Practice of the Lent Meson 


's 
Court in Foreign Attachment will be found in a Handy-book by Mr, D. 
Bingham Daly, Barrister-at-Law. Wildy & Son, 1861, 
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cept where a moving has first obtained a judgment. 
A judgment-creditor is thereby enabled to have his 
debtor examined as to what debts are owing to him, and 
then a judge has power to order that such debts shall 
be attached to answer the judgment-debt, and may order 
that the garnishee shall appear and show cause why he 
should not pay the judgment-creditor the debt due from 
the garnishee to the judgment-debtor. If the garnishee 
does not pay the amount due from him, and does not 
dispute the debt, or if he does not appear, the judge may 
rder execution to issue ; but, if the garnishee disputes 
his liability, and his objection appears to be bond fide, 
the course is to order the judgment-creditor to proceed 
inst the garnishee, who will have to do so at his own 
risk of costs, if the resistance of the garnishee should 
turn out to be justifiable. This course of procedure is 
entirely just and reasonable. The process can be 
initiated only by a person who has obtained judgment, 
and not, as in the Lord Mayor's Court, by a 
mere plaintiff in an action, who may be, in truth, 
no creditor at all, but who may, nevertheless, use 
the process of the Court for the purpose of extor- 
tion or vexation. Again, the Common Law Pro- 
cedure Act requires the affidavit of the judgment- 
creditor or his attorney as the foundation of any attach- 
ment, whereas in the city, according to Mr. Reneiter 
Starkey, the “surmise” of the plaintiff is sufficient ; so 
that, in one case, there is some guarantee that the process 
will not be put in force except upon reasonable ground, 
while, in the other, there is every temptation to a reck- 
less or dishonest plaintiff to use it unfairly, and that it 
is so used frequently is a matter of grievous complaint. 
The remedy is to assimilate the practice of the Lord 
Mayor’s Court in this respect to that of the superior 
courts of common law. Nothing more is required, and 
to such a proposition it is impossible to make any reason- 
able objection. Such a course would not only remove 
what is in itself a serious evil, but what is, moreover, in 
relation to our general body of English law, exceptional 
and anomalous. 

While upon the subject of attachment, it is worth 
noting the wide difference in this respect between the 
laws of England and Scotland. In England the rule is, 
that, until judgment is obtained, the plaintiff cannot 
attach property in the hands of third parties, but in 
Scotland there is a process known as Arrestment in 
Security, by which any creditor can attach property in 
the hands of third parties at the same time that he 
commences a suit for the recovery of his debt. But 
even there the plaintiff is first required to obtain a 
judgment against the proper defendant before he can 
— to complete his title to the property in the 

ands of the garnishee or arrestee. In its main features, 
however, the process of the Lord Mayor's Court very 
much resembles, at least in its principles and foundation, 
the proceeding which is common to all the Scotch 
courts. Very much depends, however, upon the manner 
in which such a jurisdiction js exercised ; and, if we may 
judge by the public estimate, the process of “foreign 
attachment” in the Lord Mayor's Court is, in its opera- 
tion, a nuisance, mitigated by scarcely any pretence of 
convenience, or any show of justice. 

An important question of principle is, no doubt, in- 
volved in the diversity which we have mentioned be- 
tween the law of the two countries, and if a code were 
to be prepared for both alike, it would probably be 
desirable to effect a compromise which would enable 
creditors to prevent the alienation of their debtor’s per- 
sonal property—where justice appeared to require it— 
during the pendency of the suit, or while a debt was 

yable in futwre or was merely a as now may 
be done in Scotland. But it requires little sagacity to 

the numerous safeguards and exceptions by 
which any such rule ought to be encompassed. The 
subject, however, is one well worthy of consideration. 








COMMON LAW. 
CREDITORS’ DEEDS UNDER THE BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1861. 
Clapham v. Atkinson, Q. B., 12 W. R. 342; The Jpstones 

Park Iron Ore Company, Limited v. Pattinson, Ex., 12 

W. R. 344. 

The decisions upon the deed clauses of this Act, both 
in equity and common law courts, have been so numerous, 
and in some important points so irreconcileable, that we 
feel unequal to any attempt at giving a complete sum- 
mary of them, so as to show the existing condition of the 
law. We have already more than once made the effort,* 
when a suitable occasion seemed to present itself, in the 
shape of some well-considered judgment. But one deci- 
sion comes after another so fast, and differs so much from 
its forerunners, that there is little use at present in doing 
more than noting each case as it is decided, and calling 
attention to the last phase of this bewildered department 
of modern statute law. 

In the first of the above-mentioned cases a question 
which has often been raised since the Act of 1861 came 
into operation—viz., whether a cessio bonorum is required 
to render valid a deed under section 192—was at length 
decided, and, we believe, for the first time distinctly de- 
cided, although it has been discussed incidentally in other 
cases, both at law and in equity. The first case in 
which it was raised was Walter v. Adcock, Ex., 10 
W. R. 542, but there its decision was not necessary 
to support the judgment. Pollock, L.C.B., however, pro- 
nounced a positive dictum that there was nothing in the 
part of the Act relating to creditors’ deeds which did away 
with the necessity of a cessio bonorum. “A cessio bono- 
rum,” said his Lordship, “has always been deemed the 
basis of the law of bankruptcy or insolvency. It is ad- 
mitted that before this Act it was necessary that there 
should be an assignment of all property, if any, or provi- 
sion for its distribution among the creditors. It is pos- 
sible that the Legislature may have intended to alter the 
law in that respect; but I can see nothing in the Act 
which alters it.” Martin, B., also referring to a former 
decision, which established that a deed of arrangement 
under the old Act was invalid, unless it assigned the 
debtor’s property for the payment of his debts, said, “ If 
this were to be altered by the new Act, it might have 
been done by express words; but there are no such words; 
and, on the contrary, there are various expressions in the 
Act which rather point to the retention of the doctrine.” 
Wilde, B., however, was of the contrary opinion— 
namely, that, under the Act, there was as much neces- 
sity for such assignment, as there was before the Act, 
and Bramwell, B., appeared to be inclined towards the same 
view. It was unnecessary, however, in that case, to decide 
the question, and it, therefore, remained an openone. The 
next case touching the question was in the Court of 
Chancery. In Re Rawlins, LLJ.,11 W. R. 157, the 
same question being involved, Turner, L.J., expressed a 
strong opinion that section 192 included deeds where 
there was no cessio bonorum, as, indeed, appears to be 
plain from the very terms of the section, which extends 
to deeds of trust, management, inspectorship, &c. 
In Ex parte Morgan, L. C., 11 W. R. 316, the point 
incidentally came before the Lord Chancellor and is dis- 
cussed in his Lordship’s judgment very elaborately; and 
there his Lordship says, what was called in Tetley v. 
Jaylor (a decision in the Court of Exchequer, on the Act 
of 1849) “a cessio bonorum—that is, an assignment of 
the entire of the debtor’s property—is not necessary to 
the validity of the composition or deed of trust under the 
192nd section.” But, in that case, also, it was unnecessary 
to decide the point; and the question remained in this 
somewhat doubtful position—not judicially determined, 
but yet nearly so, if we have regard to the 
balance of authority—until we come to the above-named 
case of Clapham v. Atkinson, where the point was so 


‘raised as to make its decision necessary; and Blackburn, 





* 7S, J., pp. 145, 283, 686, 622, 
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J., who delivered the judgment of himself and Mellor, J., 
pronounced definitively that a cessio bonorum is not re- 
quired to render a deed good under section 192 of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1861. The question may, therefore, be 
considered settled—at least, for the present. 

In the second of the above-named cases (Zhe Ipstones 
Company v. Pattinson), the Court of Exchequer decided 
that a composition deed, valid under the 192nd section 
of the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, which does not contain a 
release of the estate of the debtor, cannot be pleaded in 
bar to an action in respect of a debt for which a compo- 
sition is payable under such deed. 








COURTS. 


COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH. 
(Sittings in Banco, before Justices BLACKBURN and MELLOR.) 

Jan. 30,—Ezx parte Chorley.—In this case a rule had been 
obtained, calling upon an attorney of this court to answer the 
matters contained in an affidavit of the applicant, relating to a 
suit against the Midland Banking Company. 

Mr. Coleridge, Q.C., said he had seen the affidavits filed on 
the other side, and, as there clearly appeared to be a misunder- 
standing on both sides, he now moved that the rule be made 
absolute, and the matter referred to the Council of the Incor- 
porated Law Society, for them to deal with the case. 

The Solicitor-General said he concurred in the proposition. 
He had no doubt it would be found that a misunderstanding 
existed on both sides. 

Rule absolute accordingly. 


Feb. 1.—In re Robins, an Attorney.—The Solicitor-General 
moved on behalf of Mr. Robins that he be re-admitted an 
attorney of this Court. The usual notices had been given to 
the Incorporated Law Society, who did not oppose the present 
application. It appeared that Mr. Robins practised at 
Plymouth and Tavistock, from 1848 to 1858, and in 1859 he 
was struck off the rolls of the Court. In 1858, Mr. Robins 
received £18 from a Mrs. Smales, with which to pay legacy 
duty. At that time he was in difficulties, and expecting to 
receive some money of his own almost immediately, he ap- 
propriated the £18 to his own use, He was, however, dis- 
appointed, and was unable to repay the money. An attach- 
ment afterwards issued against him from the court of chancery, 
and, on petitioning the insolyent court, he was opposed by 
Mrs. Smales, and imprisoned for six months. From that time 
to this he had done all he could to redeem his character, and 
he pre testimonials from eminent solicitors, with whom 
he had since been employed, as to business habits and integrity, 
and their belief that he would in future conduct himself with 
probity and honesty. 

Mr. Garth, who appeared on behalf of the Incorporated Law 
Society, not to oppose the application, but to give the Court 
any information it might require, said Robins was struck 
off the rolls for appropriating the money to his own use with- 
out having any probable means of repaying it. In 1860, a 
similar application was made, but refused, on the ground that 
he had not sufficiently purged the offence. 

The Solicitor-General said that was three years ago. He 
ho the Court would now consider Mr. Robins had been 
sufficiently punished. 

The Lord Cuter Justice said that if Mr. Robins had been 
suspended, instead of struck off the rolls, the stispension would 
have been for a longer period of time than had elapsed. They 
could not grant the application, but Mr. Robins might renew 
it twelve months hence. {f the testimonials, &c., were as 
satisfactory then, as now, in all probability the Court would 
grant the application. 

Application refused. 


—— Hide v. Fitch.—This was a rule calling upon Mr. 
W. C. Fitch, an attorney at Southampton, to show cause why 
he should not be struck off the rolls, relative to the advance 
of a sum of money on certain boxes alleged to contain plate 
worth £1,000, but which in reality only contained a trifling 
amount of silver, the other articles being characterised as rub- 
bish, and also on the further security of some pawn tickets, 
which turned out to be forgeries, 

Mr, Fitch, it was stated, was only twenty-three years of age, 
and had only been nine months on the rolls of the court. It 
appeared that a man named Woods had represented that cer- 
ain boxes belonging to him contained plate to the amount of 





£1,000, and he had induced Mr. Emanuel, pawnbroker, of 
Southampton, to advance him between £70 and £80 on them 
and some pawn tickets of plate, represented to be pledged at 
Salisbury, but which afterwards turned out to be forgeries, 
An application was made to Mr. Fitch’s father to advance 
Woods some money on an estate, and the above property was 
offered as security for a temporary loan of sufficient amount to 
pay off Mr. Emanuel. The former negociations went off, but 
Mr. Fitch advanced the money on the boxes and pawn tickets, 
He afterwards discovered the fraud, and then he sent for 
Woods, and insisted on the repayment of the money on the 
following morning. All the parties met at the son’s office, and 
in the son’s presence, who knew the contents of the boxes, and 
how valueless were the pawn tickets, and he allowed the ap- 
plicant to advance sufficient money to pay off the father’s 
claim, and take the boxes and the forged pawn tickets as 
security. 1t was contended that the defendant was not legally 
answerable for what had been done. As attorney for the 
mortgagee, a solicitor was not bound to expose any defect of 
title. 

After the case had proceeded some time, 

The Lorp Cuuer Justice said it was a matter that must go 
to the Master, and the facts ascertained, so that the Court could 
conclusively act, especially as to the knowledge and complicity 
of the son in the scheme, by which the father was to be re- 
paid out of the loan obtained from the present applicant, 

Referred to the Master accordingly. 


(After-Term Sittings at Nisi Prius, at Westminster, before 
Lord Chief Justice CockBuRN and Special Juries.) 

Feb. 2.—This was the first day of the Westminster after- 
term Nist Prius sittings. The list was light, numbering only 
sixty-four causes, including twenty-three remanets; twenty- 
four were marked for special juries, 

The practice of having so many Courts sitting at the same 
time, without the necessary accommodation, was this morning 
brought to a dead lock, and additional costs thereby unneces- 
sarily incurred by many of the suitors. Notice was given that 
the Queen’s Bench would to-day have two Nisi Prius Courts, 
and one Banco Court, sitting, but a third court could not be 
found, at the eleventh hour, in Westminster Hall, and Mr. 
Justice Shee, and the common jurors, had to go over to the 
Sessions House; but, the court not having been prepared for 
their reception, his Lordship was unable to proceed with his 
list of common jury cases. In addition to the want of a suffi- 
cient number of properly constructed courts, the greatest in- 
convenience exists from the overcrowded state of all the pre- 
sent courts (especially in blocking up the entrances), owing to 
the non-existence of proper regulations for that purpose. T 
inconvenience is quite as great to the members of the Bar as 
well as to all others who have business to transact. 

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS. 
(Sittings at Nisi Prius, in Middlesex, before Mr. Justice BYLEs 
and a Special Jury.) 

Feb. 2.—This was the first day of the sittings after term 
in Middlesex, and the list contained fifty-two entries, and of 
these, twenty-one cases were appointed for trial by special 
juries. 





COURT OF EXCHEQUER. 
(Sittings in Banco, before Lord Chief Baron Pottock and 
Barons MarTIN, BRAMWELL, and CHANNELL.) 

Jan. 28.—In re Wright and Crook, Altorneys——A rule had 
been obtained by Mr. Mt. Chambers, Q.C., on the part of a Mr, 
Newton, calling upon two attorneys named Wright and Crook 
to shew cause why they should not pay to Newton a sum of 
£50, which had been received by them as attorneys in a suit 
instituted by him against a b crear of the name of Riddle upon 
a bill of exchange. According to Newton’s affidavits, he em- 
ployed Messrs. Wright & Crook, who were in partnership prac- 
tising as attorneys, to bring the action, and that, though they 
received the £50, they never handed the money over to him. 

Mr, J. Browne now showed cause against the rule on the 
part of Crook, and read affidavits to prove that he knew nothing 
whatever of the action, and had never received any part of the 
money, and, further, that before it was commenced he had 
dissolved partnership with Wright, who had received the money 
himself, and who had since become insolvent and made an 
assignment for the benefit of his creditors, He opalsndes that 
the case was not one for the summary interference of the ( : 
and that the question between the parties ought to be tried in 
the ordinary way before a jury. 

Mr. M. Chambers, Q.C., in support of the rule, submitted 
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that upon his affidavits it was clear that Wright and Crook 
held themselves out as partners at the time the action was 
brought and the money received. 

Mr. Joyce appeared on the part of Wright. 

The Lorp Curer Baron said that this was an applicatiou 
for the purpose of obtaining, against two persons acting as at- 
torneys of the court, an easier, cheaper, and more ready 
remedy than could be got by the ordinary process of an action. 
There could be no doubt that the partnership continued to a 
later period than when the bill was put in the hands of one of 
the parties; and, if Newton had brought an action against both, 
he could have recovered; but, instead of bringing one, he sought 
to obtain payment by this sammary process, to which, 
undoubtedly, he was entitled. He, therefore, thought that the 
rule should be made absolute. 

Mr. Baron Martin said that though the partnership was 
dissolved in January, the attorneys, instead of separating, car- 
ried on business in the same house, keeping the same partner- 
ship name over the door, and employing the same clerk, and 
thus leading any ng to suppose that in dealing with one he 
was dealing with both. He thought that the summary process 
now sought to be enforced was exceedingly salutary, and ought 
not to be with, as it made attorneys honest, and made 
them pay money to their clients at once, instead of putting them 
to the expense of bringing an action. 

Barons BRAMWELL and CHANNELL concurring, 

The rule was made absolute, 


(Before Lord Chief Baron Pottock, and Barons Martin, 
CHANNELL, and Picorr). 

Feb. 1,—Jn re Worman.—In this matter Mr. Ribton had 
obtained a rule to show cause why a Mr. Worman, formerly 
an attorney, should not have his name restored to the rolls of 
the court, from which it had been struck off for misconduct, 
The subject had been referred to the master, whose report was 
not favourable to the application. 

Mr. Ribton now referred at some length to the report of the 
master, and, in mitigation of the applicant’s offence, urged his 
youth, inexperience, and incapacity for business. 

Mr. Garth appeared, on behalf of the Incorporated Law 
Society, against the rule, and stated that the master had al- 
lowed Mr. Worman every opportunity of justifying his con- 
duct, but, in one instance, he failed to appear at all, and in the 
other, he was unable to give any satisfactory explanation of 
the charge preferred against him. 

The Lorp Cuter Baron said that Mr. Worman had been 
guilty of inserting two false debts in the schedule of a bank- 
rupt, for the pu: of showing the consent of one-third in 
number and value of the creditors, as required by the Act. 
This was clearly proved by a letter in his own handwriting, 
and he was, therefore, clearly of opinion that he was not a fit 
person to be on the rolls of the court. 

Rule discharged. 


(Sittings at Nisi Prius, at Westminster, before Lord Chief 
Baron Potiooxk and Special Juries.) 

Feb. 2.—This was the first day of the sittings at Mist 

Prius after term. The cause list contained forty-two cases; 

thirteen were remanets, and fifteen were set down for spe- 


cial juries. 
EXCHEQUER CHAMBER. 

Feb. 3,—The reporter to the Times writes as follows respect- 
ing the state of this Court :—“ We are almost tired of finding 
fault with the great want of accommodation in our law courts, 
but we have to-day been strongly urged by some of the highest 
counsel] practising in this particular court to complain of the 
great inconvenience they suffer from being penned up in this 
little chamber. There is barely sittiag room for fourteen 
counsel, and several of these are reporters for the voluminous 
legal reports now published, so that only eight or nine gentle- 
men having legitimate business in the court can find room for 
their own persons, while their books of authorities and papers 
yecupy far more room than there is space for. We would 

trongly recommend all architects to come and look at these 
Ourts when at work, and not when they are empty, and then 
Jt them seek information as to the requirements of the differ- 
nt persons sitting in the courts, for we have heard architects 
tho had prepared plans for new courts admit that they had 
Dyer been in a court at the time when any trial was proceed- 
in, but they had satisfied themselves by locking at empty 
COvts, accompanied by some court keeper who was capable 
onk of giving them improper or imperfect information. It 
shold be kept in mind that this Court of Error is next in im- 
portuce to the House of Lords as all judgments{upon 
the tcest intricacies of our laws, and that if cases are not 








taken to the Honse of Lords the Court ot Error is the highest 
authority upon important questions of law, and yet it is 
one of the smallest and most inconvenient of our inconvenient 
courts,” 





BAIL COURT. 

(Sittings in Banco, before Justices Crompton and Sues.) 

Jan. 30.—Inre Henry Simons Coke, Henry Jones, and 
Curtis, Allorneys——A rule nisi, obtained by Mr. T. G ’ 
solicitor, of the Adelphi, calling upon these gentlemen, w 
practise at Neath, to show cause why they should not repay 
two sums of £1 8s, and 12s. 4d., which they had charged for 
professional services, came on for argument. 

Divested of a great deal of angry imputations and recrimina- 
tion, to which they had given rise, the circumstances were 
briefly these: —Mr. George was solicitor for Mr. E. G. Williams, 
who sued Mr. Rees Williams for £45 10s. as damages for dile- 
pidations at Gloucester-villa, Marlborough-place, Regent’s- 
park, It was supposed that the defendant was living in a house, 
about eleven miles from Neath, though he was really ing at 
Tooting at the time, and, in the usval manner, le 
George sent the writ to Messrs, Coke, Jones, & Curtis 
for service. On the 30th of October, they wrote to say the de- 
fendant had been served, and to request a post-office order for 
28s., the amount of their charges. But on the 7th of November 
they wrote another letter, disclosing, for the first time, that 
the defendant was ill, and could not be approached, and that 
they had intrusted the copy of the writ to his step-father, whe 
had promised to forward it. On the 9th of November Mr. 
George wrote to complain of their concealing from him the 
fact, and threatening to move the Court to call upon them to 
answer the matter upon affidavits. On the 20th of 
Messrs. Coke, Jones, & Curtis, wrote in reply, that the letter 
of the day before prevented their holding further correspon- 
dence with Mr. George, referring him to their London agents 
for a special affidavit, which was to be delivered on pay- 
ment of 12s, 4d., and concluding in these words,“ We only 
hope that you will be able, on fature occasions, to secure 
diligent correspondents as we have been, while we certainly 
never promise to ourselves such public notoriety as you ms aoa 
to have acquired for yourself.” Subsequently to the rule bei 
obtained, they offered to refund the two sums mentioned, 
to pay the costs up to that time, and they explained the 
parent concealment of the defendant not being in their nei 
bourhood, by’referring to a letter of theirs, dated October 19, 
which they informed Mr. George of his absence from 
land. 

Mr. Justice Crompton, in giving judgment, referred to the 
two letters of Messrs. Coke, Jones, & Curtis, dated October 30 
and November 7, which, he said, certainly gave contradictory 
accounts of the same transaction, the former charging for service 
at a place eleven miles trom Neath, and im that it was 

rsonal service, and the latter showing that Mr. Rees Williams 

not been seen, and that his stepfather had promised to at- 
tend to the matter, He could not help thinking that the real 
facts were concealed, and that the attorneys in the country 
were not free from blame. The money must, therefore, be re- 
turned under the rule, with costs up to the time when it was 
offered to Mr. George. : 

Mr. Justice SHEE concurred in the judgment, and observed 
that, although these gentlemen had come before the Court with 
a very full and frank explanation of everything which had oce 
curred, it was reprehensible in them not to tell Mr. George at 
once that Mr. Williams was not in their immediate 
neighbourhood when first employed to effect service. 

Rule absolute for repayment of £1 8s. and 12s, 4d., but with 
costs only to the date of the offer of repayment. 


Hu 


fF 





COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner Hotrorp.) 

Jan. 28.—In re H. A. Wildes.—The bankrupt, an attorney 
of Maidstone, came up for examination. The debts, secured 
and unsecured, are returned at £44,000; against property held 
by creditors, £24,000; other assets doubtful. 

Mr. Lawrance, for the assignees, said the bankrupt had 
carried on an extensive business at Maidstone for 2 lon i 
on his own account, and subsequently in partnership Mr. 
Whitehead. The bankrupt owed a large amount separately, 
but the joint estate of Wildes and Whitehead & con- 
siderable surplus. So far as the assignees had reason to be- 
lieve, they did not think any accounts could be rendered by 
the bankrupt which would lead to assets. 

Mr. Linklater said he appeared for creditors, and proposed 
to examine the bankrupt. 
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Mr, Wildes examined.—-I have given up to the assignees my 
tradesmens’ accounts; but I have not delivered over my cash 
book, bankers’ book, and ledger. 

Mr. Lawrance.—My clerk informed you that all books 
should be given up to the assignees, 

The Comausstoner.—The bankrupt is himself an attorney. 
He ought to have been well aware of his duty in this respect 
—he is a professional man, 

Mr. Lawrance.—Unfortunately his profession has led him 
into bankruptcy. 

The Commissioner said that the books must be given up at 
once to the assignees. 

The Bankrupt’s examination continued.—My insolvency 
arose through losses which I sustained. For the two or three 
years preceding my bankruptcy I was insolvent, at least I 
believe so. I have prepared a statement showing my position 
as on the Ist of July, 1860, that I was solvent. I will not 
positively say that I was solvent at that time Shortly after 
July, 1860, I had a fire upon my premises. I had previously 
sustained a loss of £800 through the misconduct of an archi- 
tect and a builder. I became involved in litigation, and had 
to pay a large portion of the expenses. The award was made 
in May, 1861. In the beginning of 1860 I believed myself to 
be insolvent. 

The Commisstoner.—You have already said that you be- 
lieved yourself to be solvent in July, 1860. 

The Bankrapt.—I have now stated how the fact turned out; 
not my then belief on the subject. 

After some further examination, 

Mr. Linklater said he did not think much good would result 
from continuing the inquiry, but it was all-important to the 
creditors that the bankrupt should furnish additional accounts, 
explanatory of his position. The bankrupt held very important 
offices, and he still held one office of considerable value (clerk- 
ship of the peace for the county of Kent.) His debts were 
£44,000, and the property in the hands of creditors was re- 
turned at £24,000. Of course, the estimate of the property held 
‘was very much exaggerated, and there was no doubt that the 
deficiency would be a great deal larger than the actual dif- 
ference between the amounts he (Mr. Linklater) had given. 
In considering what the Court would do with the case when 
Mr. Wildes applied for an order of discharge, it would be very 
desirable to see when insolvency first arose. There were very 
many circumstances in the case which called at least for inquiry, 
and, inasmuch as none but the ordinary accounts had been filed, 
he ( Mr. Linklater) would ask, on behalf of the creditors he re- 
presented, that the bankrupt should be ordered to furnish an 
account as of the date when he considered himself solvent in 
1860—continuing the deficiency account down to the time of 
the bankruptcy—also that the bankrupt should render a cash 
account extending over the same period. 

Mr. C. E. Lewis (who supported the bankrupt).—That in- 
volves a cash account for three years or more. 

The CommissionER.—I observe from the schedule that 
some of the debts were contracted prior to that date. The 
bankrupt must furnish the desired accounts, 

An adjournment was then taken. The bankrupt in the 
meantime to place upon the file the additional accounts required 
by Mr. Linklater. 


Jan. 29.—In re W. Holt—The bankrupt, applied for 
an order of discharge. His difficulties arose out of the 
publication of the “Folio Shakespeare.” Proceedings in 
chancery were now pending with a view to the recovery of the 
value of the bankrupt’s interest in the work, and it was hoped 
that a considerable sum would be realized by the assignee. 

Mr, Commissioner granted the discharge. 

(Before Mr. Commissioner GOULBURN.) 

Jan. 29.—Re Pullen.—The bankrupt, who came into court 
on his own petition, was an attorney, of Ironmonger-lane, and 
of Wellington-terrace, Dalston. This was a meeting for ex- 
amination and discharge. 

Mr. R. Griffiths opposed for Mr. Gibson, the father of a 
young lady to whom the bankrupt had promised marriage, and 
afterwards seduced. The bankrupt did not now appear in 
court, and had filed no balance-sheet. An action had been 
brought against him, and a verdict for £150 damages and £74 
costs returned. He asked for an adjournment sine die, and 
that there should be no protection. 

The Commissioner ordered an adjournment sine die. Pro- 
tection was not granted, 


BOW STREET POLICE-COURT. 
Feb. 2—Mr. Vaughan, the new magistrate appointed to 








succeed Mr. Corrie, on his vacating his seat as a magistrate, in 
consequence of his appointment to the office of City Remem- 
bancer, took his seat to-day, for the first time, 





MARLBOROUGH-STREET POLICE-COURT. 


Two adjourned summonses against Mr. Kelly, auctioneer, of 
Charles-street, Oxford-street; and Mr. Scotcher, auctioneer 
of Old Bond-street, for alleged offences under the Merchandise 
Marks Act, 1862, came before Mr. Tyrwhitt on Tuesday last 
for final decision. 

As the cases are of considerable importance, in consequence 
of being the first in which a magistrate has been called upon 
to give a decision under the new Act, and as the two previous 
hearings occupied much time in the discussion of technical 
and substantial objections raised to the proceedings, all of 
which were referred to the magistrate for consideration, it will 
be necessary, in order to make the report intelligible, to give 
an abstract of the evidence and the objections given and taken 
on those occasions. 

The first summons heard was against Mr. Kelly, auctioneer, 
of Charles-street, for having unlawfully refused, after demand 
made, to state how he became possessed of three pianofortes, 
bearing the trade mark of Mr. Thomas Rolfe. The offence 
was laid under the 6th section of the Act. 

Mr. Bradlaugh, from the office of Mr. Leverson, Great St. 
Helen’s, appeared in support of the summons; and Mr. Crouch, 
of the firm of Messrs. Chauntler § Crouch, solicitors, of Gray’s- 
inn, attended for the defendant. 

The evidence brought forward was, that the defendant had 
a sale of pianos in January last, at his rooms, and that in the 
catalogue were three pianos described as being made by Messrs. 
Rolfe & Co., pianoforte makers, of Regent-street, During the 
sale Mr. Thomas Rolfe was told by the auctioneer that the 
pianos he was then looking at, which had his counterfeit trade 
mark upon them, were sold. A witness named Clarke also 
heard the lots put up for sale, and knocked down as if sold. 
An application was made to Mr. Kelly in writing for the names 
of the persons from whom he received the pianos. Mr. Kelly 
replied by asking why he was selected, and why proceedings 
were not taken against other auctioneers, who were acting ina 
worse manner. 

Mr. Thomas Rolfe stated that he formerly carried on busi- 
ness in Regent-street with his father and brother; but in 1854 
he separated from them, and carried on business on his own 
account in Regent-street. His trade mark was Rolfe, or Rolfe 
& Co., pianoforte manufacturers, Regent-street. This trade 
mark was on the three pianos in Mr. Kelly’s sale-rooms. The 
pianos were new; he had never seen them before. He had 
not authorised any one to put his trade mank upon them, and 
they were not made by him. 

Mr. Crouch cross-examined Mr. Rolfe, and elicited that he 
had been bankrupt in 1858, and had not carried on business 
in Regent-street from that date. He had made and sold pianos 
at Manchester, with his trade mark, Rolfe & Co., Regent-street, 
on them. He had put his trade mark on pianos lent out for 
hire, and not made by him, and on one occasion he had bought 
a piano from Mr. Scotcher, auctioneer, and had placed his 
trade mark on it. 

Mr. Crouch, for the defendant, contended that the require- 
ments of the Act had not been complied with, so as to warrant 
the bench in convicting his client. He had pressed the de- 
fendant with questions in relation to his private affairs; but he 
had not overstepped his professional duty in so doing, as he 
would show the questions had a direct bearing on the case, 
With respect to the Act itself, it was very much wanted—it 
was admirably drawn; you could not, as in ordinary Acts, 
drive a coach and six through its clauses; and, if it was pro- 
perly carried out, it would effect much good to the public and 
to manufacturers. But it was a highly penal Aot, inflicting a 
punishment of two years’ imprisonment in some cases, and, 
therefore, it must be construed carefully and strictly. It was 
necessary to define exactly cases of alleged infringement of the 
Act, and to class them under their proper sections. He 
feared, however, that neither the profession nor the public ha¢ 
paid sufficient attention to this important Act, for he sav 
from the public papers that all sorts of cases were being 
brought forward under this Act, and that convictions wer: 
asked for upon loose and irregular evidence. In the pre 
sent case lie would show that the Act had not been cor- 
plied with, and that, therefore, the complainant had 0 
right to ask for a decision in his favour. ‘The case was Jid 
under the 6th section, and to bring a person u#er 

that section, he contended three things must be proved—hat 
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there was the possession of a trade mark that might lawfully 
be used; that it had been used; and that the right to use it had 
not been forfeited. The legal definition of a trade mark was 
notclear. T —— had occupied the higher law courts, 
but no definite rule had been arrived at. A trade mark, how- 
ever, might be a name or a device; but, whatever it was, it 
must contain nothing deceptive, or calculated to mislead a 
buyer. His objection against the present summons was that 
no trade mark had been proved in a legal way—the mere 
assertion Of the possession of a trade mark not being proof 
enough ; next, assuming there was a trade mark, that it was 
deceptive—inasmuch as it had been admitted by Mr. Rolfe 
that he placed that mark on pianofortes made in Manchester; 
that the trade mark had been prostituted by being placed on 
pianos not made by Mr. Rolfe—viz, pianos let out on hire, 
and on one pianoforte bought from Mr. Scotcher; and, lastly, 
that the trade mark no longer belonged to Mr. Rolfe, since he 
had become bankrupt, but that the property—for trade marks 
were property—vested in the assignees. Under those circum- 
stances, he considered that the complainant had no right to 
ask for the information he sought, which might afterwards be 
made use of against himself or others; that he had fuiled in. his 
case; and that the Court ought to remit him to his remedy by 
civil action, as provided by the 22nd section of the Act. Mr. 
Crouch cited the following cases in support of his argument: 
—Hall v. Barrows, 11 W.R. 525; Pidding v. How, 8 Sim, 477; 
and The Leather Cloth Company, 12 W. R. 289. 


Mr. Bradlaugh, in reply, said the Act was intended to give 
manufacturers and others a cheap ana easy remedy against the 
practice of pirating or counterfeiting trade marks; but if tech- 
nical objections were allowed to have undue weight, then the 
excellent intentions of the Legislature would be entirely de- 
feated, Ifthe bench did not give a decision in the present 
matter the complainant would be wholly without redress, for 
he could not obtain it by civil action. With reference to the 
objections raised by Mr. Crouch, he now produced the trade 
mark tablet used by Mr. Rolfe, and never given up to any one 
or discontinued. It was of no moment that pianos made in 
Manchester had “ Regent-street ” on them, because those words 
formed part of the trade mark. There was no intention to 
deceive or mislead in retaining the words ‘ Regent-street.” 
Those words were part of the distinctive trade mark of Mr. 
Rolfe, there being another maker, Messrs. Rolfe & Co., of Cheap- 
side. The trade mark did not mean to assert that the piano- 
fortes were actually manufactured in Regent-street, but that 
the pianofortes were made by Mr. Rolfe. Mr. Rolfe had a 
right to use the mark as it stood wherever he went—it 
was a trade mark to which his talent had attached a cer- 
tain reputation, as was proved by the way in which the 
trade mark was counterfeited or pirated. With respect to 
the assertion that bankruptcy had deprived Mr. Rolfe of 
his property in the mark, and placed it in the hands of the 
assignees, he contended that this objection was not tenable. 
The assignees themselves had given back to Mr. Rolfe the plates 
with the trade mark on them, thus admitting that they had no 
right to them, and Mr. Rolfe had continued to use these plates 
on pianos he subsequently made, and some of the plates he had 
still in his possession. It was also urged that Mr. Rolfe had 
forfeited his right to his trade mark, because he had used it 
improperly; but his reply was that the most respectable 
makers put their trade mark on pianos intended to be lent out 
on hire, and occasionally, when there was a great demand, on 
pianos which they selected, and which they ascertained to be 
of sufficient excellence to justify them in placing their trade 
mark upon them. 

Mr, Tyrwurrtr said the Act was one of a very wide appli- 
cation, and very important, in its intention. He could have 
wished that the parties had agreed upon a case which would 
have included the disputed points, and taken it to the superior 
courts. He, however, was called upon for his decision, but he 
certainly would not give it until he had given a careful study 
to the Act and to the objections placed before him, 


The next case was against Mr. Scotcher, auctioneer, Old 
Bond-street, 

Mr. Bradlaugh supported the summons; Mr. Venn appeared 
for tho defence, 

Mr. Brooks, accountant, Neweastle-court, saw three lots in 
a catalogue of a sale at the defendant’s auction rooms; those 
lots referred to three pianofortes, with the name of Rolfe & Co., 
pianoforte-makers, t-street, on them, He saw one of 
them put up, and down for ten guineas, but he did 
not hear the name of the buyer. 

Cross-examined.—A letter was written to Mr. Scotcher from 





Mr. Leverson, asking for the name of the person from who™ 
these pianos had been received, and other particulars. He called 
on Mr. Scotcher, who, after some conversation, gave him the 
name of Endenblatt and the address, but did not state how 
long he had had the pianos, the date when he purchased them, 
or under what circumstances. 

Mr. Thomas Rolfe had seen the pianofortes;they had his 
trade-mark on them, and they were not made by him, nor had 
he authorised any ore to use his trade mark. After his bank- 
ruptey, in 1858, the official assignee, Mr. Pennell, had given 
him back all the unused plates with his trade mark on them. 
There was the word “ patent” on some of the pianofortes. Hé 
used the word because he had taken out a patent for improve~ 
ments, but he discontinued the improvements in consequence 
of the expense. Had suffered very much in his business in 
consequence of the bad reputation his name had acquired, owing 
to the forgery of his trade mark. 

Cross-examined.—Had bought a piano of Mr. Scotcher, and 
had placed his trade mark on it. Had bought a great number 
of instruments for hire, and had placed his trade mark on them. 
Had never taken a room in Red Lion-square for the purpose of 
advertising pianos for sale, Had resided for about three years 
in Lord-street, Manchester, and had carried on business there 
asa pianoforte maker, but the capital was found by another 

erson. Had placed the name of Hewitt on a piano which he 
ad bought, but the name was taken haphazard. 

After some corroborative evidence was adduced, . 

Mr. Tyrwurrr said it appeared to him that the defendant 
had given information when required to do so. 

Mr. Bradlaugh said the information was not sufficient. .He 
could not summon the seller without more information. 

Mr. Txrwuirtt said he would adjourn this case also, and 
give his decision when he dealt with the first case. His 
impression was, however, that Mr. Scotcher had given all the 
information that could be required, though he certainly had 
fallen short of the stipulations in the Act of Parliament. 

Feb. 2.—All parties being present, 

Mr. Tyrwuztt, delivered the following judgment. He said 
a system has long prevailed of affixing the names and trade 
marks of first-rate manufacturers of all kinds of articles of 
trade to articles of the same kind, vamped up with inferior 
materials and workmanship. The fair trader thus loses credit 
in the market, while the expense of a suit in equity proclovian 
any real remedy in a great. majority of cases. It been 
now attempted by the Legislature, by the 25 & 26 Vict. e, 88, 
to meet this evil, In this case the complainant is a pianoforte 
maker, and the defendant an auctioneer. The offence charged 
is, in plain terms, selling two pianos bearing what is said to be 
the trade mark of the complainant on them, without lawful 
authority or excuse, and then not giving him full information 
in writing of the name and address of the person from whom 
the defendant obtained the pianos, and of the time when he ob- 
tained them, as required by section 6. And here, at the outset, 
I dismiss the arguments founded on acts of the complainant, 
which, if committed at all, might or might not have been illegal 
had this Act existed at the time they are alleged to have taken 
place, They appear directed ad hominem merely, and do not 
affect the question before me. The Act, by section 1, de- 
clares a trade mark to include a name, word, letter, &c., law- 
fully used by any person to denote any chattel of trade, manu- 
facture, or merchandise to be an article or thing of the manu- 
facture, workmanship, product, or merchandise of that person. 
I have reviewed the evidence; the sale is distinctly proved; 
and I see nothing to show that these words on the pianos, 
“ Rolfe & Co.,” or “Rolfe, Regent-street,” are not such a 
trade mark, and the trade mark of the complainant, Thomas 
Rolfe, and lawfully used by him, I see no false 
sentation by which any purchaser would be misled. 
is no statement that the pianos were manufactured in 
Regent-street; they would be no better or worse if mado 
or not made there, and it is notorious that the place 
actual manufacture of articles of sale and the places of sale of 
them often are, and must be, entirely different, But here the 
words “ Rolfe & Co,, Regent-street,” were intended to distin- 

ish the complainant’s pianos from those of Rolfe & Son, 

heapside, he having dissolved partnership with them, Whether 
they were made in London or Manchester, he equally staked 
his reputation as a piano maker, by affixing to them plat 
bearing his mark or trade mark stamping, and identifying 
them as the workmanship and production of Rolfe, or Rolfe & 
Co, Regent-street—viz., himself (the complainant). The case 
of representing goods to have been manufactured in any 
place, which place is material to the quality or excellence of _ 
the article, though they are, in fact, made elsewhere, and are 
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also inferior in quality, would be very different. As to the | to take a case for the decision of the Court of Queen’s Bench 


complainant’s bankruptcy in 1858, it appears that the official 
assignee handed him back the plates and tablets bearing his 
trade mark. If this trade mark be property (as held by the 
Lord Chancellor, overruling the Master of the Rolls), the as- 
signees seem to have re-vested the property in it in the com- 
plainant. But, if otherwise, I am not aware it has yet been 
held in a superior court that, where the trade mark of a cer- 
tificated bankrupt has not been sold by assignees, it has, forthe 
future, entirely passed from the bankrupt, so as to debar him 
from protecting his future productions from piracy. And it 
appears, from Lord Westbury’s judgment in Hall v. 
Barrows, that where a name, impressed on a vendible com- 
modity, passes current in the market, not as an indication 
of quality, but simply as a statement or assurance, that 
the commodity has been made by a particular person, the 
Court would not sell the right to use the same simply, 
or without terms, to be imposed on the purchaser, On the 
whole, I am of opinion that the complainant has made out 
his case under section 6, and shall order the defendant to give, 
within forty-eight hours after service of the order on his attor- 
ney, the full information in writing required by the Act. The 
same reasons apply in the second case of Mr. Scotcher, and I shall 
make a similar order as to the piano marked in the catalogue 
lot twenty-one, as also as to the lots forty-nine and fifty-seven 
in the catalogue. The defendant only furnished the name 
and address of the person from whom he says he had the piano. 
That is not the full information required by the Act, 

Mr. Bradlaugh hoped costs would be given. 

Mr. Tyrwuirr did not think he could give costs in such a 
case. 

Mr. Crouch applied for a case in order to take the question 
into the superior court. 

Mr. Tyrwuirt thought that the preferable mode would be 
to move the case by certiorari to the higher court. However, 
if a case was drawn up he would approve of it, or provide one 
of his own. 





CLERKENWELL POLICE COURT. 

Feb. 4.—Mr. Edward Bouck surrendered to his recog- 
nisances, before Mr, D’Eyncourt, charged, under 6 Will. 4, c. 
62, s, 18, on a summons, with making a false declaration to 
Mr. John Howard Williams, an officer now by law authorised 
to take and receive declarations. 

The facts of the case appeared in our columns last week, 
when the matter was first brought before the magistrate. On 
that occasion, Mr. D’Eyncourt expressed an opinion, after 
looking at the provisions of the Act of Parliament, that this 
was not a case in which a declaration was “necessary and 
proper,” and said it was not such a declaration as he should 
think of signing. He also said that it was a case which the 
Legislature did not contemplate when the Act was passed, 
and then the whole matter was adjourned for further considera- 
tion. 

Mr. Hardinge Giffard, instructed by Mr. Beard, now at- 
tended for the prosecution. He contended that the 13th sec- 
tion of the Act, in which the words “necessary and proper” 
occurred, was the key to the whole of the other clauses. The 
13th section, under which these proceedings are laid, says, 
that, if any declaration is made which shall be false or un- 
true in any material particular, the person wilfully mak- 
ing such false declaration shall be deemed guilty of a 
misdemeanour. It was not necessary in this case to show 
that the declaration was “necessary and proper,” for, it hav- 
ing been made, the offence was complete, and the magis- 
trate had no jurisdiction but to send the case for trial. 
The only question in this case was whether the declaration had 
been falsely sworn, and whether it was indictable. He con- 
tended that the defendant had wilfully and falsely made a de- 
claration, and that, having committed the offence, the case 
ought to go for trial. 

Mr. D’Eyncovrt said that it struck him at first that this was 
not one of the declarations intended to be taken by the Act, 
and he did not want to put the county to the expense of a trial 
which would result in no practical good. After what he had 
heard, the case had better go for trial, 

Mr. Giffard remarked that the county gave no costs in 
cases of this sort. 

Mr. Metcalfe, for the defendant, said the question was, whether 
the affidavit in this case was taken judicially, and he contended 
that it was not, and that the commissioner had no jurisdiction 
to take this declaration. The commissioner had done solemnly 
what he had no right to do, and the declaration is a mere piece 
of waste paper. The better course would be for the complainant 





or the magistrate might decline to act. 

Mr, D'Eyncourr said his only difficulty was, whether the 
commissioner had taken a declaration which he had no right 
to take. If it was for an immoral, or an unlawful purpose, 
then there would be no difficulty in the way. He should send 
the case for trial, for he should like the difficulties in the way 
to be cleared up, for it was a matter of daily trouble to the 
magistrates to decide what were proper declarations or not. 
All manner of declarations were put before them for signature, 
and it was impossible to read them all. The Court alone 
might say that there was a doubt in the case, and, therefore, 
it was a proper one to send for trial, that the doubt might be 
removed. 

Mr. D’Eyncourr committed the defendant to the Central 
Criminal Court for trial, but consented to take one surety, 
in the sum of £20, for the defendant's appearance. 





GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


THE LATE CHARGE OF ASSAULT AGAINST A Soricrror. 


As the charge of assault, made by Mr. Mardon against 
myself and client, Mr. Kent, was reported in your paper of the 
16th ult,, I beg to inform you that the bill preferred by Mr, 
Mardon was yesterday thrown out by the grand jury. Your 
insertion of this will give the same publicity to the result 
as to the original charge, and oblige your obedient servant, 

G. E. Mean. 

118, Jermyn-street, St. James’s, Feb. 2. 








APPOINTMENTS. 


The following appointments have been made in Ceylon:— 
Mr. G. W. Epema, has been appointed to be registrar of lands 
for the Western Province, and for the Colombo district; Mr. 
W. Moraan, to be registrar of lands for the Southern Province, 
and for the Galle district; Mr. W. H. P. De Sanam, to be re- 
gistrar of Jands for the Eastern Province, and for the Trin- 
comalee district; Mr. A. Marnwarina, to be registrar of 
lands for the North-Western Province, and for the Kornegalle 
district; Mr. J. F. Lorenz, to be registrar of lands for the 
Cultura district; Mr. D. J. Peretra, to be registrar of lands 
for the Negombo district; Mr. W. L. W. LupEKEns, to be re- 
gistrar of lands for the Matura district; Mr. O, C. Lassossay, 
to be registrar of lands for the Tangalle district; Mr. J. P. 
MEERWALD, to be registrar of lands for the Batticaloe district; 
Mr. W. Stock, to be registrar of lands for the Central pro- 
vinces, and for the Kandy district; Mr. S$. WayTILiINGaM, to 
be registrar of lands for the Northern provinces, and for the 
district of Jaffna; and Mr. J. MassELAMANY, to be registrar 
of lands for the Ratnapoora district. 

Mr, Wittram Artaur Rosrnson, 38, Dowgate-hill, City, 
has been appointed a London Commissioner to administer 
oaths in the High Court of Chancery. 





PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Thursday, Feb. 4. 


Parliament was this day opened by commission. Soon after 
one o'clock the Lords began to assemble, and at two the Royal 
Commissioners took their seats in front of the throne. Black 
Rod was despatched to summon the Speaker and members of 
the Commons, to attend at the bar to hear Her Majesty’s speech. 
In a few minutes the right hon. gentleman, accompanied by 
several members of the Lower House, and attended by the 
officers, appeared at the bar. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR read the Queen’s speech. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


The Speaker took the chair about twelve o'clock. The 
members began to assemble shortly after oneo’clock, and, when 
the chair was taken, a considerable number was present. 
Black Rod soon afterwards appeared, and summoned the 
Speaker and member to attend at the bar of the-House of Peers 
to hear Her Majesty's speech. The Speaker, accompanied by 
most of the members, and attended by the officers, accordingly 
proceeded to the House of Lords, 
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IRELAND. 
In the Court of Queen’s Bench on the 30th ult., in the 
case of The Queen at the prosecution of the Mayor of 
Belfast v. John Rae, ‘The Cater Justice pronounced the 
decision of the Court, The case came before their lord- 
ships on a motion by the defendant for the award of a 
venire de novo, on the ground that Judge Hayes, who tried the 
criminal information at Belfast, had erroneously allowed the 
demurrer put in by the prosecntor’s counsel to the challenge 
to the array. The Court was of opinion that the learned judge 
acted quite right. : 

Judge O'BRIEN concurred. 

Judge Hares wished merely to iatimate that he had abstained 
from taking any part in the case. 

Judge FirzGERALp concurred in opinion with Mr, Justice 
O'Brien, and he would merely add, as to the affidavit relating 
to the non-attendance of Sir Hugh Cairns, that the serving him 
with a subpena was wholly unwarrantable, and very nearly 
amounted to an abuse of the process of the Court. 

Mr. Rae.—I am bringing an action against Sir Hugh Cairns 
in England, and, perhaps, when it is ended, you may alter your 
opinion. 








CONSOLIDATED REGULATIONS OF THE INNS OF 
COURT. 

The following consolidated regulations of the several socie- 
ties of Lincoln’s-inn, the Middle Temple, the Inner Temple, 
and Gray’s-inn, as to the admission of students, the mode of 
keeping terms, the calling of students to the Bar, the grant- 
ing certificates to practise under the Bar, and legal education, 
have just been issued :— 

Admission of Students. 

1. That every person who shall have passed 4 public exami- 
nation at any of the universities within the British dominions, 
shall be entitled to be admitted as a student to any Inn of 
Court, for the purpose of being called to the Bar, or of 
practising under the Bar, without passing a preliminary ex- 
amination ; but subject torule 7, hereinafter contained. 

2. That every other person applying to be admitted as a 
student to any Inn of Court, for the purpose of being called to 
the Bar, or of practising under the Bar, shall, before such ad- 
mission, have satisfactorily passed an examination in the fol- 
lowing subjects—viz. :— 

(a) The English Language. 
(b) The Latin Language, and 
(c) English History. 

3. That such examination shall be conducted by a joint 
board, to be appointed by the four Inns of Court. 

4. That for constituting such board, each Inn shall appoint 
six examiners, 

5, That the examiners shall attend according to a rota to 
be fixed by themselves, and that two shall be a quorum. 

6. That meetings of the examiners of students, applying for 
admission at any of the four Inns of Court, shall be held at 
least once in every week between the 20th of October and the 
10th of August in each year. 

7. That no attorney at law, solicitor, writer to the signet, or 
writer of the Scotch courts, proctor, notary public, clerk in 
chancery, Parliamentary agent, or agent in any court original 
or appellate, clerk to any justice of the peace, or person acting 
in any of these capacities, and no clerk of or to any barrister, 
conveyancer, special pleader, equity draftsman, attorney, soli- 
citor, writer to the signet, or writer of the Scotch courts, proc- 
tor, notary public, Parliamentary agent, or agent in any court 
original or appellate, clerk in chancery, clerk of the peace, 
clerk to any justice of the peace, or of or to any officer in any 
court of law or equity, or person acting in the capacity of any 
such clerk, shall be admitted as a student at any Inn of Court 
for the purpose of being called to the Bar, or of practising under 
the Bar, until such person shall have entirely and bond fide 
ceased to act or practise in any of the capacities above-named 
or described; and if on the rolls of any court, shall have taken 
his name off the rolls thereof. 

8. That the following forms shall be adopted by the said 
societies on applications for admission as members:— 

% of aged , the 
son of of , in the county of 
(ade father’s profession, if any, and the condition in life and 
oceupation, if any, of the applicant) do hereby 
declare that I am desirous of being admitted a member of the 
honourable society of for the purpose of keeping 
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terms for the Bar, and that I will not, either directly or in- 
directly, apply for or take out any certificate to practise, 
directly or indirectly, as a special pleader, or conveyancer, or 
draftsman in equity, without the special permission of the 
Masters of the Bench of the said society. 

And I do hereby further declare that Iam not an attorney- 
at-law, solicitor, a writer to the signet, a writer of the Scotch 
courts, a proctor, a notary public, a clerk in chancery, a Par- 
liamentary agent, an agent in any court, original or appellate, 
a clerk to any justice of the peace, nor do I act, directly or 
indirectly, in any such capacity, or in the capacity of clerk of 
or to any of the persons above described, or as clerk of or to 
any officer in any court of law or equity. 

Dated this day of 
(Signature) 

We, the undersigned, do hereby certify that we believe the 
above-named to be a gentleman of respectability, 
and a proper person to be admitted a member of the said 
society. 

} Barristers of 


Apreoreiy 
Treasurer, or, in his absence, by two benchers. 

9. That every person applying to be admitted as a student 
shall pay the sum of one guinea upon application for the form 
of admission; and that the sums so paid shall form part of the 
common fund hereinafter mentioned, and shall every year be 
divided among the examiners for admission, in proportion to 
the number of examinations which during the year they shall 
respectively have attended. 

Keeping Terms. 

10. That students of the said societies, who shall at the same 
time be members of any of the Universities of Oxford, Cam- 
bridge, Dublin, London, Durham, the Queen’s University in 
Ireland, St. Andrew's, Aberdeen, Glasgow, or Edinburgh, shall 
be enabled to keep terms by dining in the halls of their respec- 
tive societies any three days in each term. 

11. That students of the said societies, who shall not at the 
same time be members of any of the said universities, shall be 
enabled to keep terms by dining in the halls of their respective 
societies any six days in each term. 

12, That no day’s attendance in the respective halls shall be 
available for the purpose of keeping term, unless the student 
attending shall have been present at the grace before dinner, 
during the whole of dinner, and until the concluding grace shall 


have been said. 
Calling to the Bar. 

13. That every student of the said societies shall have at- 
tained the age of twenty-one years before being called to the 
Bar. 

14. That every student of the said societies shall have kept 
twelve terms before being called to the Bar, unless any term or 
terms shall have been dispensed with under the 46th rule, 
hereinafter mentioned. 

15. That no student shall be eligible to be called to the Bar 
who shall not have attended during one whole year the lectures 
and private classes of two of the readers, or have been a pupil 
during one whole year, or periods equal to one whole year, ix 
the chambers of some barrister, certified special pleader, con- 
veyancer, or draftsman in equity, or two or more of such per- 
sons, or have satisfactorily passed a general examination. 
vided that students admitted before the first day of Hilary Term, 
1864, shall have the option of qualifying themselves to be called 
to the Bar, either under the rules of the Inns of Court of Hilary 
Term, 1852, or under these regulations, 

16. That no student of any of the said societies, desirous of 
being called to the Bar, shall be so called, until the name and 
description of such student shall have been placed upon the 
screens hung in the hall, benchers’ room, and treasury, or 
steward’s office, of the society of which he is a student, four- 
teen days in term before such call, 

17. That the name and description of every such student 
shall be sent tothe other Inns of Court, and shall also be 
screened for the same space of time in their respective halls, 
benchers’ rooms, and treasury, or stewards’ offices. 

18. That no call to the Bar shall take place except during 
term; and that such call shall be made on the same day b: 
the several societies—namely, on the sixteenth day of eac 
term, unless such day shall happen to be Sunday, and in such 
case on the Monday after. 

Certificates to practise under the Bar. 
19, That no student of any of the said societies shall be 
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allowed to apply for or take out any certificate to practise, 
either directly or indirectly, as a special pleader, or convey- 
ancer, or draftsman in equity, without the special permission 
of the Masters of the Bench of the society of which he isa 
student, to be given by order of such masters, and that no 
such permission shall be granted until the student applying 
shall have kept twelve terms. 

20. That such permission shall be granted for one year only 
from the date thereof, but may be renewed annually by order, 
as aforesaid. 

21. That no student shall be allowed to obtain any such 
certificate unless he shall have attended such lectures and 
classes, or passed such an examination, or been such pnpil, as, 
under the rules herein contained, would be necessary to entitle 
him to be called to the Bar. Provided that students admitted 
before the first day of Hilary Term, 1864, shall have the 
option of qualifying themselves to obtain such certificates, 
either under the rules of the Inns of Court of Hilary Term, 
1852, or under these regulations. 

22, That the regulations herein contained as to screening 
names in the halls, benchers’ rooms, and treasury, or stewards’ 
office, shall apply to students seeking certificates to practise as 
special pleaders, conveyancers, or equity draftsmen. 


Council of Legal Education. 

23. That a standing council shall be established, to be 
called “ The Council of Legal Education,” and to consist of 
eight. Benchers, two to be nominated by each of the Inns of 
Court,-and of whom four shall be a quorum, That the 
members of such council shall remain in office for two years, 
and that each Inn shall have power to fill up any vacancy 
that may occur in the number of its nominees during that 
period. That to this council shall be entrusted the power 
and duty of superintending the whole subject of the education 
of the students, and of arranging and settling the details of 
the several measures which may be deemed necessary to be 
rr and such other matters as hercin in that behalf men. 
tioned. 

24. That the Council of Legal Education shall have power 
to grant dispensations to students who shall have been pre- 
vented by any reasonable cause from complying with all the 
regulations as to the attendance on lectures and classes which 
shall from time to time be established. 

25. That all arrangements touching the number of public lec- 
tures to be delivered by the readers, and the hours and extent 
of private classes, shall be left to the council. 

Educational Terms. 

26. That for the purposes of education the legal year 
shall be considered as divided into three terms, one commenc- 
ing on the Ist of November and ending on the 22nd of De- 
cember, the second commencing on the 11th of January and 
ending on the 30th of March, and the third commencing on 
the 15th of April and ending on the 31st of July, subject to a 
deduction of the days intervening between the end of Easter 
and the beginning of Trinity Term. 

: Readers. 

27. That for the purpose of affording to the students the 
means of obtaining instruction and guidance in their legal 
studies, five readers shall be appointed, viz.:— 

1. A reader on jurisprudence and civil and international 

law, to be named by the society of the Middle Temple. 

2, A reader on the law of real property, to be named by 
the society of Gray’s-inn. 

3. A reader on the common law, to be named by the 
society of the Inner Temple. 

4, A reader on equity, to be named by the society of 
Lincoln’s-inn; and 

5. A reader on constitutional law and legal history, to be 
named by the council of legal education. 

28. That the readers shall be appointed for a period of three 
years, 

29, That the duties of the readers (subject to regulation by 
the Council of Legal Education) shall consist of the delivery 
of two courses of lectures in each educational term; of the 
formation of classes of students, for the purpose of giving in- 
struction in a more detailed and personal form than can be 
supplied by general lectures; and of affording to students, 
generally, advice and directions for the conduct of their pro 
fessional studies. 

30, That a separate course of lectures on international law 
shall be delivered, and shall for the present be delivered by 
the reader on puieeretance and civil and international law. 

31. That it shall be part of the duty of the reader on the 





common law to give instruction in his lectures on the subject 
of the office and duties of magistrates. 

$2. That the readers on common law and on equity shall 
have particular regard to the law of evidence in their lectures 
and other instruction to the students. 

33. That (subject to regulation by the Council of Legal 
Education) one of the courses of lectures to be delivered by 
the reader on common law, the reader on equity, and the 
reader on real property, shall be on the elementary, and the 
other on the more advanced portion to which his lectures 
apply. 

? Emoluments of Readers. 

34. That each reader shall receive the fixed sum of four 
hundred guineas a year. 

35. That the fees to be paid by students for the privilege of 
attending private classes shall be distributed among the readers 
at the end of each year, in proportion to the number of stu- 
dents attending their respective private classes. 


Fees payable by Students. 

86. That each student shall, on admission, pay a sum of 
five guineas, which shall entitle him to attend the lectures of 
all the readers. 

37. That each student shall be privileged to attend all the 
private classes on payment of five guineas per annum. 


Examinations on Subjects of Lectures. 

38. That in the month of July in each year, there shall be 
voluntary examinations of the students upon the subjects of 
the several courses of lectures, but no student shall be en- 
titled to goin for examination on any of the subjects unless 
he shall have obtained a certificate from the reader that he has 
duly attended his lectures and classes upon the subject on 
which he offers himse!f for examination, Each examination 
shall be conducted by some barristers or barrister (not being 
the reader of the class to be examined) to be nominated for 
that purpose by the Council of Legal Education, and the 
Council of Legal Education shall have power to allot such re- 
muneration as they shall think fit, to such examiners. 

39. That no student who shall be entitled to a certificate of 
having attended the advanced course of lectures of the reader on 
common law, on equity, or on the law of real property, shall 
be at liberty to go in for examination upon the subject of the 
elementary course of lectures on the same head; and that no 
student shall be admitted for examination on the subject of 
the elementary course of lectures,‘on any of the last mentioned 
heads, after he shall have kept more than eight terms, or for 
examination on any of the subjects, after he shall have kept 
all his terms, unless in either case the Council of Legal Edu- 
cation shall, for special reasons, think fit to allow the same. 

40. That as an inducement to students to attend and make 
themselves proficient in the subjects of the lectures, exhibitions 
of the respective values hereinafter mentioned, shall be founded 
and be conferred on the most distinguished students at the ex- 
aminations in July. 

41. That five of such exhibitions shall be given to members 
of the advanced classes in the common law, in the law of real 
property, and in equity, and the most proficient among the 
students in jurisprudence, the civil law, and international law, 
and the students in constitutional law and legal history, every 
year; and be thirty guineas a-year, to endure for two years, 
making ten running at one time. 

42. That three of such exhibitions shall be given to members 
of the elementary classes in the common law, in the law of 
real property, and in equity, and be twenty guineas a-year, 
to endure for two years, making six running at the same 
time; but to merge on the acquisition of a superior student- 
ship. 

43. That all the students attending the lectures of any of 
the readers shall be at liberty to attend the several oral ex~- 
aminations; and that all members of the Inns of Court, who 
shall have obtained written orders of admission from any of the 
readers, or from any bencher of any of the societies, shall also 
be at liberty to attend such examinations. 

General Examinations. 

44, That general examinations shall be held twice a year, 
for the examination of all such students as shall be desirous of 
being examined previously to being called to the Bar, and such 
examinations shall be conducted by at least two members of the 
council, jointly with the five readers, and certificates of having 
satisfactorily passed such examination, shall be given to such 
students as shall appear to the examiners to be entitled thereto. 

45. That such examinations shall be held in or shortly be- 
tore Michaelmas Term, and in or shortly before Trinity Term. 
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46. That as an inducement to students to propose themselves 
for such examination, studentships and exhibitions shall be 
founded of Fifty Guineas per annum each and Twenty-five 
Guineas per annum each respectively, to continue for a period 
of three years, and one such studentship shall be conferred on 
the most distinguished student at each general examination, 
and one such exhibition shall be conferred on the student who 
obtains the second position; and further, the examiners shall 
select and certify the names of three other students who shall 
have passed the next best examinations, and the Inns of Court, 
towhich such students as aforesaid belong may, if desired, 
dispense with any terms, not exceeding two, that may remain 


tobe kept by such students previously to their being called to © 


the Bar. Provided that the examiners shall not be obliged to 
confer or grant any studentship, exhibition, or certificate, unless 
they shall be of opinion that the examination of the students 
bas been such as entitles them thereto. 

47. That at every call to the Bar, those students who have 

da general examination, and either obtained a student- 
ship, an exhibition at such examination, or a certificate of 
honour, shall take rank in seniority over all other students 
who shall be called on the same day.. 
Common Fund. 

48, That the four Inns of Court shall form a common fund 
by annual contributions, the amounts of which shall be mutu- 
ally agreed on; and out of which fund shall be drawn the sti- 
pends to be assigned to the readers, the remuneration to 
examiners, and such studentships and exhibitions as shall from 
time to time be conferred upon students, and such necessary 
expenses as shall be incurred by the Council of Legal Educa- 
tion. 

49. That the fees of Five Guineas paid by students on ad- 
mission shall form part of the common fund. 


Commencement. 
50. That these regulations shall take effect as from the first 
day of Hilary Term, 1864. 





The above regulations were sanctioned and confirmed by 
orders of the several societies, as under-mentioned :— 
Mipv.e TreMp.eE, 18th December, 1863. 
Gray's Inn, 18th December, 1863. 
Lincotn’s Inn, 22nd December, 1863. 
InneER TEMPLE, 22nd December, 1863. 








SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 
THE INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 

Ata special general meeting of this society, held on Tuesday 
last, James Leman, Esq., in the chair, after other business was 
transacted, Mr. Joun Turner, of Carey-street, in moving the 
resolution for the establishment of “ a Royal College of Attorneys 
and Solicitors,* of which he had previously given notice, said 
the resolution was of the highest importance to the profession, 
and should receive the calm and deliberate consideration of the 
meeting. The subject of a different organisation of the profes- 
sion than that which exists in the present institution had been 
discussed upon more than one occasion, It was brought for- 
ward by Mr, Miller before the Metropolitan and Provincial 
Law Association at their general meeting in 1860, and, from 
the discussion which took place on that occasion, the necessity 
of an organisation, which would include all members of the 
profession, was very distinctly made out and conceded. At 
the last general meeting of this society, he (Mr. Turner) 
brought under the consideration of the members the proposal 
for the establishment of a Royal college of attorneys similar in 
character to that which exists of the surgeons, without, in the 
least, desiring to bind the council, who would have to consider 
the matter either as to the details, or to determine whether the 
principles of the College of Surgeons or that of Physicians 
should be adopted. He referred to a short summary of the 
result of that proposal contained in the Solicitors’ Journal 
of the 4th of July, 1863, which he read to the meet- 
ing, and continued as follows:—There are two aspects 
which I consider the proposal involves, and it, I think, 
requires two resolutions—the first of which I have the 
honour of moving to the following effect:—“ That, having 
regard to the important duties performed by the attor- 
neys and solicitors of England, and to the trust and confidence 
reposed in them by their clients, comprising all classes of the 


* See ante, p. 218, 








community, it is of high importance, and for the best interests 
of the public, as well as of the profession, that a royal college 
of attorneys and solicitors should ba established.” The first 
and primary consideration is, what will be the gain to the 
public by the establishment of a college, and the next, what 
are the advantages likely to be derived by tlie profession. The 
duties of professional men being such as, in themselves, are of 
public importance, whatever will secure their effectual per- 
formance, and whatever will add to the dignity or to the im- 
provement of the profession, necessarily, must b3 a public 
advantage. It is in the nature of things that rewards for 
merit create emulation, and are incentives to good conduct; 
the power of conferring degrees, therefore, by the council of a 
college, and the power of degrading, or of suspending, or cen- 
suring were powers which would greatly improve the tone of 
the profession, and would add to its status and dignity, and 
they would induce an improved class to enter the profession, 
and thereby add to its usefulness, for it cannot be denied that 
it is of advantage to the public to possess in the ranks of our 
branch of the profession men who are learned, who have high 
attainments, and whose integrity will remain unchallenged and 
unquestioned—all of which may be secured by the supervision 
which would arise from the governing body of a college. To 
be a member of a college is to hold a dignity, to hold a station. 
To be a fellow of a college is a natural and a proper ambition. 
To degrade or suspend from those dignities or oh og or even 
to be censured by the council of such a college would be felt by 
any member to be so destructive of his position, that the moral 
control would ke such as to remove the stigma which at pre- 
sent attaches in consequence of malpractices not within the 
purview, or which do not come within the jurisdiction, of the 
courts. The influence of a college, in that respect, would be, in 
my opinion, of the highest advantage to the profession. To 
test the value of a college, I may be allowed to mention that I 
have personally invited gentlemen in the profession, of good 
repute, of considerable affluence, and of great influence to be- 
come members of the Incorporated Law Society, and my 
request has been met by the question “ what good shall I get by 
it? Icannot visit your Hall. I cannot have the benefit of 
your library—and I am simply, therefore, asked to subscribe 
without any adequate return. I do not consider I should 
a dignity by becoming a member of the Incorporated Law 
Society. What inducement, therefore, do you offer me to 
subscribe and become a member?” Ihave found it extremely 
difficult to answer those questions, except by stating that that 
which existed for the general benefit ought to be contributed to by 
all those who either directly or indirectly took advantage of it. 
I have not found that answer to be sufficient, but I havethen said, 
suppose the society converted into a college, and have asked if 
this were a royal college of attorneys, would that influence 
you in becoming a member? ‘To that the answer I have re- 
ceived has been, yes, certainly, Ishould not object to two 
guineas a year, or even more, to be a member of a royal col- 
lege for that is a dignity—it is a legitimate honour, and I 
should not object to pay for that honour, but at present I must 
decline to become a member of the society. Although I have 
given my ideas of how the college should be constituted, I do 
not desire to impose them as the only ones which should be 
considered or adopted. On the contrary, the council have 
other bodies to look at—and it may be mentioned that with 
regard to the College of Surgeons, it had gained its present 
eminence since the charter which authorised the election of 
fellows. Previously to that charter, the only status was that 
of members, and they had now 1288 fellows, the creation of 
which had produced a large income to the college. The 
honour was sought for by members. There was a fixed period 
which marked the status, or rather the time of practice, which 
was fifteen years, before they could be elected fellows, and 
great care was taken that they were proposed by six or seven 
persons, well-known to the council for iutegrity and probity 
in the practice of their profession. In the present college, if 
established, similar precautions would be taken. Before sitting 
down, I shall be happy to answer any question which may 
be put by any gentlemen who entertain any doubts of the 
propriety of a college. ; 

Mr. Wr1ittams seconded the resolution. ct 

Mr. Forp (Gray’s-inn).—I should be mf for this ques- 
tion to go to a vote without discussion, and I should like to 
ask Mr. Turner a question or two. Is it, Mr. Turner, a part 
of your scheme that all attorneys and solicitors should be ob- 
liged to become members of the college? 

Mr. Turner.—No; I do not think we should be able to 
compel them, but I think necessarily that would be the result. 
The College of Surgeons could not make every surgeon come 
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to them. I do not intend that the college should have no 
other functions than those of censuring and expelling, though 
I do not propose that it should interfere with the roll; and, I 
would have it that, though not compulsory, attorneys should 
lose an honour if they did not belong to the college. 

Mr, Forp.—You do not mean to take from the judges their 
power, and, therefore, our profession would stand altogether as 
that of any gentleman following any other profession. What 
reason have you for supposing that, by merely becoming a 
college, those gentlemen, to whom you have adverted, would 
join us? It would be merely changing our name, and— 

**a Rose 
« By any other name would smell as sweet.” 
We cannot take upon ourselves to deprive the courts of law of 
the power of striking members off the rolls. We cannot ex- 
amine upon oath; and it would be placing the fellows who 
are to exercise the duties of expulsion, in a most painful 
position. 

Mr, Turner.—Of course, if you had a college you would have 
visitors, and, very likely, have the judges as visitors, and there 
would be an appeal to give an opportunity of considering any- 
thing wrong, and I do not propose to interfere at all with the 
admission of attorneys. I do not propose that expulsion shall 
compel them to cease to be attorneys. The present body has 
no sufficient inducement to bring the great mass of professional 
men within it, We have only 2,000 out of 10,000 or 11,000 
attorneys, 

A lively discussion then ensued, in which Mr. Braiken- 
ridge, Mr. B, F. Watson, Mr. L. F. Langham, Mr. Tuke, 
Mr. Anderton, Mr. W. H. Watson, Mr. Saunders, of Bir- 
mingham, Mr. Hope Shaw, Mr. Charles Bell, Mr. Lawrance, 
Mr. John Young, Mr. J. Clayton, Mr. Shaen, Mr. Dyte, Mr. 
W. M. Walters, and other gentlemen took part, and the result 
was that the members were unwilling to adopt Mr. Turner's 
resolution in the absence of a definite scheme which might 
enable them to judge of its merits, and it was understood that 
he would be prepared, on a future occasion, with a more de- 
tailed account of his project. 

Mr. ANDERTON moved a vote of thanks to the chairman, 
which was unanimously carried, and the meeting then ad- 
journed, 
NATIONAL ASSOCIATION FOR THE PROMOTION 

OF SOCIAL SCIENCE. 
JURISPRUDENCE DEPARTMENT. 

On Monday a meeting of the Department of Jurisprudence 
and Amendment of the Law of the National Association for 
the Promotion of Social Science, was held at the offices, 3, 
Waterloo-place, Pall-mall, Sir Firzroy Ketty, Q.C., M.P., 
in the chair. 

Mr. G, Harry Parmer read a paper on “ Suggestions for 
the Amendment of the Law in cases of Criminal Appeal.” 
Mr. Palmer said the practice of appeal in criminal cases was 
by no means of a recent date. Having mentioned a number 
of cases in which criminals were clearly entitled to an appeal 
on points of law, although refused in most instances by the 
judge, he proceeded to show that the greatest number of cases 
in which questions of law arose came from the quarter sessions, 
and some few from the assizes. In the majority of these cases, 
the decisions of the court below were reversed. Under the pre- 
sent system the rich had a manifest advantage over the poor, 
but under the best system of laws, the wealthy would 
always have an advantage over the poor. He considered, 
however, that a criminal should be able to demand an 
appeal as amatter of right. Having detailed the advantages to 
be derived from a court of criminal appeal, he enumerated the 
objections which had been urged against a court of appeal. He 
was of opinion that, in cases of appeal, the prosecutor, when a 
criminal was acquitted, should have the right of a new trial. 
Mr. Palmer then reviewed a number of schemes for a court of 
criminal appeal. He considered that nothing could be more 
unsatisfactory than the present procedure of the Home Office 
in investigating the facts of cases after conviction. No doubt 
great pains were taken to obtain the best information as to the 
merits of the case, and of arriving at a just conclusion. A 
great outcry was raised, only a few wecks ago, against the con- 
duct of the Home Office, and it could not be denied that the 
administration of justice had been brought into great scandal. 
It was most remarkable and deplorable that in the cases of 
Townley and Wright the proceedings appeared to have been 
conducted according to the strict requirements of the law, so 
that no blame could fairly attach to any one individual, and 
yet the result had caused a wide-spread dissatisfaction. We 
witnessed, at this moment, the spectacle of a dissatisfied people 
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lamenting the administration of justice with a servile leaning to 
the rich, and an utter indifference to the poor. He could not, 
himself, join in that censure with which the Home Office had 
been aspersed, as the mischief was to be attributed to the pro- 
cedure and not to the functionary. In conclusion, he observed 
that he had no doubt a time would come when the law of 
appeal in civil cases would be adopted as 2 model for the ad- 
ministration of the criminal law. 

The Cuarmman said, as soon as Parliament met he would 
move for leave to bring in a bill for 2 court of criminal appeal, 
It was a subject of vast importance, and its importance had 
been materially increased by the recent agitation on the subject, 
and this question, if ventilated, would not only be of importance 
to the society, but to the public. 

Mr. WeBsTER was of opinion that, upon every principle of 
justice and expediency, the Legislature ought to grant a‘person 
after conviction, if he should be so advised, an appeal, 

Mr. ARNOLD said it appeared that there was no power of ap. 
peal for acriminal, but merely an appeal to the mercy of the 
Crown, and he was greatly adverse to the secret manner in 
which appeals for mercy were investigated by the Home Office, 

fter some discussion, in which Sir Eardley Wilmot, Mr. 
Allen, and others, took part, a vote of thanks to Mr. Palmer 
for his paper, and to the chairman, closed the proceedings, 








OBITUARY. 


THE LATE THOMAS RIGGE, ESQ., OF LIVERPOOL, 

On the 17th ult., at Liverpool, aged 50, died Thomas 
Rigge, formerly of the firm of Laces, Rigge, & Roscoe, He 
was admitted in 1839. He served his articles in the office of 
Messrs. Moser, of Kendall. He next spent some time ina 
London office, in which the writer was partner, and between 
them was then formed a friendship, affectionate and life-lasting, 
which the writer is most proud here to record. Mr. Rigge 
then became a pupil of Mr. Hodgkin. So high was that very 
able conveyancer’s opinion of him, that he strongly urged, and 
almost persuaded him to turn his thoughts to the Bar. Mr. 
Rigge, however, was admitted, and for many years held a most 
distinguished position among the solicitors of Liverpool, He 
ultimately retired from general practice to become advising 
director or manager of the Borough Bank. On the stoppage of 
that great establishment in 1857, he continued for some time 
to give his assistance and advice in the winding up of its 
affairs, and never after returned to general practice. 

He had an intellect singularly adapted to his profession. 
However extravagant it may seem to use the phrase, in the 
writer’s best judgment he was, as a lawyer, really profound, 
Excepting, perhaps, Mr. Jacob, and one or two other very 
great men, never did the writer, in studying a difficult case, 
feel he had a more wise and cultivated lawyer to discuss it 
with than Mr. Rigge. 

To representations to the Board of Trade, originally made by 
Mr. Rigge, the establishment of the whole scheme of procedute 
for the winding up of the joint-stock companies is to be 
attributed. It was he who first pointed out the cardinal rule of 
the new system—viz., an equitable jurisprudence worked out in 
an equity court by procedure assimilated to that in bankruptcy. 
The original draft of the scheme submitted to the Board of 
Trade, and bearing Mr. Rigge’s name, will be found in Mr. 
Bellenden Ker's introduction on the necessity of the Act, and 
grounds upon which it was founded, set out in Mr. Ludlow’s 
edition of the 1848-49 Winding-up Acts. The present writer 
had the honour and happiness to be conjoined with Mr. Rigge 
in the accomplishment of that novel and not unimportant 
work; and he has the liveliest recollection of the great capa- 
city, acuteness, and ingenuity Mr. Rigge brought to it. 

. Rigge took deep interest in the weltare and elevation of 

his branch of the profession; he was a member of the Incor- 

ted Law and other societies connected with the profession. 

He detested the money-making and word-spinning motives 

which some unfortunately have held out as proper professional 

inducements, and it was that detestation which led him to join 
with other solicitors in the establishment of this journal. 

Mr. Rigge was not a mere lawyer—he was well acquainted 
with natural science, and especially an accomplished micro- 
scopist and photographer. He was (though no stranger would 
have guessed it) a member of the Society of Friends; he took 
a deep interest in all theological and ecclesiastical affairs, and 


was a great student of polemical literature; he was watching 
eagerly, up to his death, for the decision of the Privy Council in 
the Essays and Reviews case. It need hardly be said that his 
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or on all these subjects were for as wide a liberty as could {ion in lunacy, | Monday ... 
be obtained for the expression of honest differences of opinion. Filey <-0- 4 tS potas, Tueaday 01 Consens, 
He was & most genial companion—in a quiet conversation de- Saturday . os -. Th 1g { The Second Seal.— 
lightful, He was, further, a truly generous, unselfish, warm- | Monday . ata jaraday 1 iene toms toe 
hearted man. Tuesday a ppeals. Friday...... 19.. Petitions & causes. 

Last autumn he (and the present writer also) had received Wednestay : 9 whe Foun’ dai eeeeene a RE 

eat blow in the loss of a most dear friend and brother |. T™*sday --10 ie. mtns. & apps.| Tuesday .... a canes 
Petitns. in lunacy,}; Wednesday .24 


solicitor, Mr. James Robinson, formerly of the firm of Lowndes, 
Robinson, & Bateson. Judging from his own feelings perhaps, 
the writer feels that that grief was not without a hastening 


affect on Mr, Rigge’s decline, 
He had joined a friend’s dinner-party within a few days of 
a most tranquil and painless decease. E. W. F. 








COURT PAPERS. 


Court of Chancery, 
Sirtmnes AFTER Hitary Term, 1864. 


LORD CHANCELLOR. 
Lineoln’s Inn. 


The First Seal.— 
Tuesday Feb 9 App.mtns. & apps. 
Wednesday 10 


Ptns. & apps. 
a - bkey. & apps. 

Thursday .. 

Friday... rip} Appeals. 


Saturday ..13 (Aree in bkey. & 


lh coe 18) appeal 


Tuesday...... 
uaintes 17 Apps, in bkey. & 


rsda’ e Second Seal.— 
ne man gabe wi App. mtns. & apps. 
Friday ....19..Appeals. 

Saturday ..20 { Apps. in bkey. & 


Monday ,.++22 
Pesky a} Appeals. 

Wednesday .24 [ Aves. in bkey. & 
The Third Seal.— 


Thursday ..25 

App.'mtns, & apps. 
Friday......26.. Appeals. 
Saturday ..27 { ADPs. in bkey. & 


apps. 
Monday ....29 
Tuesday,Mar 1 Appeals. 
Wednesday 2 Agee. in bkey. & 


apps. 

The Fourth Seal.— 
Thursday .. 3 App. mtns. & apps. 
Friday...... 4,.A) 
Saturday .. 5 Pg in bkey. & 
Monday .... 7 
Tuesday .... 8$ Appeals. 
Wednesday . 9 Apps. in bkcy. & 

e Fifth Seal.— 

Thursday +10 | App. Lindl yoo 
Friday ....11., Appeals. 
Saturday ..12 { Apps. in bkey. & 


apps. 
Monday ....14 
Tuesday ....15 








Wednesday 16 

The Sixth Seal.— 
Thursday ...17 App. mtns. & apps. 
Friday ....18..Petns. & appeals. 


Saturday ..19 { APPS. in Whey. & 


Netice.—The days (ifany) on which 
the Lord Chancellor shall be en- 
gaged in the House of Lords are 
excepted. 

MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 
Chancery-lane 


The First Seal.— 

Tuesday wit 9 
Mtns. & 

Wednesday of oe 


Thursday ah General paper. 
Friday ....12 


Appeals. 
Apps. in bkey. & 
apps. 


Petns., sht. caus., 





eee Perry) 
T . .23 > General paper. 
24 


The Third Seal.~ 
Thursday .. 25 {Te & gen. pa. 
Friday......26..General paper. 

Petns., sht. caus., 
Saturday ..27 { adj. sums, and 

enera. r. 
Monday ....29 , won 


Tuesday,Mar 1 ? General paper. 
Wednesday . 2 

The Fourth Seal.— 
Thursday .. 3 ion & gen. pa. 
Friday...... 4..General paper. 

Petns., sht. caus., 
Saturday .. 5{adj. sums, and 

general paper. 
Monday .... 7 ° 


Tuesday... . | General paper. 


Wednesday. . 

The Fifth Seal.— 
Thursday ..10 Mtns. & gen. papr. 
Friday ....11,.General paper. 

Petns., sht. causes, 
Saturday ..12% adj. sums., and 

eneral paper. 
Monday ane ‘ 
Tuesday General paper, 
Wednesday ..1 

The Sixth Seal.— 
Thursday ..17 7 {he & gen. pa. 
Friday ....18,.General paper. 

Petns., sht. causes, 
Saturday ..19{ adj. sums., and 

general paper. 
N.B.—Uno petitions must be 

presented and copies left with the 


Secretary, on or before the Thurs- 
day preceding the Saturday on 
which it is intended they should 
be heard; and any causes in- 
tended to be heard as short causes 
must be so marked at least one 
clear day before the same can be 
put in the paper to be so heard. 


LORDS JUSTICES, 
Lincoln’s Inn. 


Thursday . 
Ptns. in lunacy, 

Friday ....12{app. petns., and 
apps. 


Saturday ..13 
paeet, --s0h8 Appeals. 


The Second Seal.— 
App. mtns. & apps. 


Petns. in lunacy, 
Friday ....19 app. ptns., and 


— -e «+20 
onday 
Tuesday .... 33 Appeals. 
Wednesday .24 


Saturday ..13 3 adj. sums., The Third Seal.— 
xu , general paper. Thursday ..25 {op Paces Saupe. 
Talay 16 | ener par. Friday,.....26{ app. petns,, and 
ednesday apps. 
Thursday «10 { ipa hegond Seal.— | Saturday ...27 
Me Monday ....29 
Friday ....19,.General paper ne oo t Appeals, 
Saturday 20 a aie and gr Fourth Seal. 
or j- SUMS.» a 
general paper. Thursday .. af 7! mtns, & apps. 





Friday .... ul petns., and 
apps. 

Saturday .. 

Monday scl 

Tuesday . 

Wednesday 16 


Thursday ..17 


Appeals. 


The Sixth Seal.— 

App. mtns, & apps. 

Petitns. in lunacy, 

Friday ....18{app. petns., and 

apps. 

Saturday ..19., Appeals. 

Notice.—The days (if any) on which 
the Lords Justices shall be en- 
gaged in the Full Court, or at the 
Judicial Committee of the Privy 
Council, are excepted 


V. C. Sin R. T. KINDERSLEY, 
Lincoln’s Inn. 
The First Seal.— 
Tuesday Feb 9 beer adj. sums., 


’ gen. pa. 
Wednesday 10 
Thursday «11 } General paper. 


: Petns., adj. sums. 
Friday......12 & generai paper. . 
Saturday ..13 Sht. causes, adj. 


sums., & gen. pa. 
Monday ....15 
Tuesday ....16 > General paper. 
7 


Wednesday 
The Second Seal.-- 
Thursday ..18{ Mtns., adj. sums., 
& gen. pa. 
Petns., adj. sums., 
& general paper. 
Sht. causes, adj. 
sums., & gen. pa. 


Friday veee19 f 


Saturday +20 
Monday “Bh 
Tuesday or 7 General paper 
Wednesday 2 

“ Third Seal.— 
Thursday ..25 ee —s sums., 


fom he sums., 


Friday......26 & general paper. 


Sht. causes, adj. 
Saturday .. sums., & gen. pap. 
Monday .... 
Tuesday, Mar General paper. 


Wednesday... 


Thursday .. 3 a ~ sums., 


Friday .... 4 


Saturday .. 5 


Monday .... 7 
Weaneslay 
Wednesda: 


Thursday ..10 7 Mtns,, adj. sums. * 

& general paper, 
Petns., adj. sums., 
& general paper. 
Saturday ..12 Leecthe yee 3 = 2 
Monday ....14 
Tuesday . pool® General paper. 

ay 


& general paper. 
Sht. causes, . 
sums., &gen. s 


General paper. 


"| 
= The Fourth Seal.— 
a) 


Friday......11 


Wednesda 
e Sixth Seal.— 
Thursday ..17 Ld sums., 
& general paper. 
Fridaz..00..18 | ee 
Sht. causes, adj. 
Saturday ..19} sums. & gem. pa. 


N.B.—Any causes intended to be 
heard as short causes must be so 
marked at least one clear day be- 
fore the same can be put in the 
paper to be so heard 


V. C. Sr JOHN STUART. 





Thuray «26 {Ze Thin Sea 
-+.-26,. Petitions & causes. 
+-27..Sht. causes & caus, 


The Fourth Seal.— 
Thursday ....3 | irene and causes. 
Friday...... 4..Petitions & causes. 
Saturday, + 5,.Sht. caus, & causs. 


Monday . 
Causes. 


Tuesday .... 8 
Wednesday 9 - 

e Fifth Seal.— 
Thursday .. 10} viens. and causes. 
Friday......11.. Petitions & causes. 
Saturday ..12..Sht. canses & caus. 
Monday ....14) 
Tuesday ....15 > Causes. 


Wednesday 16) - ~ an 

Thursday ..17 { 7ne Sth Seal— 
Friday......18.. Petitions & causes, 
Saturday --19,, Sht. causes & caus. 


N.B.—Any causes intended to be 
heard as short causes must be sv 
marked at least one clear day 
before the same can be put in the 
paper to be so heard. 

No cause, motion for decree, or 
further consideration, except by 
order of the Court, may be 
marked to stand over, if it shall 
be within 12 of the last cause or 
matter in the printed paper of the 
day for hearing. 


Y. C. Sin W. P. WOOD. 
Lincoln’s Inn. 


Tuesday Feb 9 Sa 
Wednesday 4 


Thursday . itt General Paper. 
Friday o_- 
sht. caus, , 


Saturday ..13 { f°tuntsat paper, 
Monday ....15 

Tucalay 16} General paper. 
Wednesday .17 

Thursday .18 | 


Friday... ..«19,.General paper. 
Saturday 20 | omen 


paper. 
Monday ....22 
Tuesday ....23 3 Genera paper. 


Wednesday 24 ‘ed Seal 
Thursday ..25 (ite on. a 
Friday......26..General paper. 


Saturday ..27 { }°Censral paper.” 


paper. 
Monday ....29 
Tuesday,Mar 1 General paper. 
2 


Wednesday sis Seaheul 
e Fou —_ 
Thursday .. 3 | ten gen. pa. 
Friday...... 4..General paper. 
Saturday .. 5 {Eten sht. causes, 


& gen. pa. 
Seotis a+. 7 _ 
Tuesday .... General paper. 
Wednesday s} 
e Fifth Seal.— 


Thursday +10 { ites. i gen. pe. 
Friday......11,.General 
Petns. t. causes, 
Saturday w+12 { general paper. 
Monday ....14 
= wn Fag General paper. 
ednesday 16 


Wi 

Thursday ..17 {ina gen 
Friday ...,.18..General 

Saturday sa {Benes enusesy 


4 





Lincoln’s Inn. aan oe 3 pot 
pic —Any causes intended 
Tuesday Feb 9 fcetiney | — heard as short causes must be so 
Wednesday 10 marked at least one clear day be- 
y sell Causes. fore the same can be put in the 
Friday ....12..Petitions & causes. paper to be so heard. 
Saturday .,13..Sht. causs & causs. 
er ements 
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Common Pleas. 

This Court will, on Thursday, the 25th day of February 
inst., hold a sitting, and will proceed to give judgment in the 
cases that will then be standing over for the consideration of 
the Court. 





Court of Exchequer. 
This Court will hold a sitting on Friday, the 12th day of 
February next, and will, at such sitting, proceed in giving 
judgment in matters then standing for judgment. 





Crehequer of Pleas. 

Sittings at Nisi Prius in Middlesex and London, before the 
Right Honourable Sir Frepertck Po.tock, Knight, Lord 
Chief Baron of Her Majesty’s Court of Exchequer, after 
Hilary Term, 1864. 





MIDDLEsEx. 
Special Juries and Common Juries. 
Saturday ........ epson Feb. 6]| Thursday........00 Feb. 11 
Monday ie cocccccsesssocs’ 8 | FEIGRY. cccceees foseces @ 13 
DOOUREY. “ssissstbovecevs » 9] Saturday ...... gocseesee gp AO 
Wednesday .........006 » 2 
Lonpon. 
Special Juries and Common Juries. 
- 15 | Tuesday ......0. secedee Feb, 23 
16 | Wednesday » 24 
17 | Thursday ..... » 25 
18 | Friday ...... » 26 
19 | Saturday ...........0006 ie 
20 | Monday ........... ines ye 
MRORGAT, Ss cinsusveniasese 5s. 





The Court will sit at ten o’clock. 
There will be a second Court for the trial of common jury 
causes when necessary. 





Circuits of the Judges. 
(Mr. Justice Mgttor will remain in Town.) 


Last Days for 
full Notice of 
Commission Days. Trial, 
Norfolk. 
Cocxsoury, L,C.J., and Crompton, J. 
Oakham 08... 0s0ccvinsoveses Tuesday, Mar. Feb. 20 
Leicester and Borough...... Wednesday, Mar. 2 Feb. 20 
Northampton.........00.000. Monday, Mar. 7 Feb. 26 
DIMAS 0. s0cersesieeesssees Thursday, Mar. 10 Feb. 29 
SINE sk scxapsaeckiecsqisvs Monday, Mar. 14 Mar. 4 
Huntingdon ...........-..... Thursday, Mar. 17 Mar. 7 
Cambridge........... eubswnbene Saturday, Mar. 19 Mar. 9 
Bury St. Edmunds ......... Wednesday, Mar. 23 Mar, 12 
Norwich and City............ Monday, Mar. 28 Mar, 18 
‘ome. 
Erte, L.C.J., and Potxiocx, L.C.B, 

I 8 cinnotas Wednesday, Mar. 2 Feb. 20 
Chelmsford .........:++sseees Monday, Mar. 7 Feb, 26 
PERUMONO Si Sicssvcvecencescees Monday, Mar. 14 Mar. 4 
RIPEN cocsennseospsdoncesosseste Monday, Mar, 21 Mar. 11 
Kingston .........se000e00ee8. Monday, Mar. 28 Mar. 18 


South Wales. 
WILLtAMs, J. 









Haverfordwest and Town. Saturday, Feb. 27 Feb. 17 
CEDIA vssitan oivechodissees’ Thursday, Mar. 3 Feb. 22 
Carmarthen . «» Monday, Mar. 7 Feb, 26 
SWAG - oo cicscccnsscdsies .» Saturday, Mar. 12 Mar, 2 
RMN asks csgsecnvesevazcctrt Saturday, Mar. 26 Mar. 16 
BOOED sti apncciventicds Wednesday, Mar. 30 Mar. 19 
Chester and City ...... édiees Saturday, April 2 Mur, 23 
; North Wales. 
CHANNELL, B. 
Welshpool Wednesday, Mar. 16 Mar, 5 
Bala ...... Saturday, Mar, 19 Mar. 9 
a, SES ea Tuesday, Mar. 22 Mar. 12 
Beaumaris Friday, Mar, 25 Mar. 15 
Carnarvon Monday, Mar. 28 Mar. 18 
oo SES Thursday, Mar. 81 Mar. 21 
Chester and City............ Saturday, April 2 Mar, 23 
Western. 
P Martin, B., and BraMWELL, B. 
Winchester ......... sesseeese Saturday, Feb. 27 Feb. ¥7 
Dorchester...... eiseasedoarer Friday, Mar. 4 Feb. 23 
Exeter and City ........... . Tuesday, Mar. 8 Feb. 27 
Bodmin’.......00..+0+ teoseoese Monday, Mar, 14 Mar. 4 





Last Day for 
full Notice of 
Commission Days, Trial. 
Taunton ....... met pabemppet is Friday, Mar, 18 Mar. 8 
Devizes .......s00e00 raxes . Thursday, Mar. 24 Mar. 14 
SOPIIOE ie beseinssespincensnencis Monday, Mar. 28 Mar, 18 
Northern. 
Wits, J., and Sues, J. 
Durham ......... meocosbsones . Saturday, Feb. 27 Feb, 17 
Newcastle and Town ...... Thursday, Mar. 3 Feb. 22 
CALLED sé yonerces csescnsnssees Tuesday, Mar. 8 Feb. 27 
DIME o0scsccveesessoecte wee Friday, Mar. 11 Mar. 1 
Lancaster ........sesereeesere . Saturday, Mar. 12 Mar. 2 
Liverpool .....ccsseeeeers wee Thursday, Mar. 17 Mar. 7 
Midland. 
Bris, J., and BLackBurN, J. 

Warwick .....0.00e00 obresane Saturday, Feb. 27 Feb. 17 
Det by... cccrcosccccossccosiy cooee Friday, Mar. 4 Feb, 23 
Nottingham and Town...... Wednesday, Mar. 9 Feb, 27 
Lincoln and City .......4+ +e» Saturday, Mar, 12 Mar, 2 
York and City ....... seseseee Saturday, Mar. 19 Mar. 9 


Oxford. 
Keat1nG, J., Picort, J. 


Reading ....cccsssercesceeeee Wednesday, Feb. 24 Feb. 13 
ORTNE 05 sces0s bisceanpaene .. Saturday, Feb, “27 Feb 17 
Worcester and City ....... .. Wednesday, Mar. 2 Feb. 20 
DORI iss scenepncentns svuxaran Monday, Mar. 7 Feb. 26 
Shrewsbury . ....... seceseeee Thursday, Mar. 17 Mar. 7 
Hereford .........4+ scsessseee Monday, Mar. 21 Mar. 11 
Monmouth..........eceereee .. Saturday, Mar, 26 Mar. 16 
Gloucester and City ......... Wednesday,Mar. 30 Mar. 19 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


LAW LECTURES AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 
Mr. J. Naprer Hicarns, on Conveyancing, Monday, Feb. 8, 
Mr. Wm. Murray, on Common Law and Mercantile Law, 
Friday, Feb. 12, 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


MEETINGS. 
CocKERMOUTH AND WorKINGTON RaILWay. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 29th 
ult., a dividend of 10s, per share was declared for the past half- 
year. 

Lyuanetry Raitway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
29th ult., a dividend at the rate of £1 5s. per cent. on the 
ordinary stock of the company, was declared for the past half- 
year, 

Lonpon, BricuTon, AND Sourn Coast Raltway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
29th ult., a dividend at the rate of 24 per cent. per annum was 
declared for the past half year. 


PROJECTED COMPANIES. 
Tue City Terminus Horet Company (Lr irep). 

Capital £140,000 in 14,000 shares of £10 each. 

Solicitor — Henry Toogood, Esq., 16, Parliament-street, 
Westminster. 

This company has been formed for the purpose of erecting 
an hotel at the city or Cannon-street termiaus of tne Charing- 
cross Railway, in connexion with the South-Eastern Railway. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
BETHELL—On Jan, 28, at No. 4, Stanhope-place, Hyde-park, the wife of 
the Hon. Slingsby Bethell, of a son. ‘ ‘ 
BRACKENBURY—On Jan, 26, at Alford, Lincolnshire, the wife of 
Lay Joseph Brackenbury, Esq., Solicitor, of a son, prematurely, 
Sl orn. 
WINTERBOTHAM—On Jan, 30, at Cheltenham, the wife of J. B. Winter- 
botham, jun., Esq., Solicitor, of a daughter. 
DEATHS, 
BENNETT—On Jan. 25, at Percy House, Wellington-square, Cheltenham, 
some widow of the late George Bennett, Esq., Q.C., in the 78th year 
of her age. 


BLOOD—On Jan, 26, at his residence, St. John’s-villa, Clifton, Thomas 
pera amr Barrister-at-Law, the last Recorder of Youghal, county 


» aged 66, 
HENRY—On Jan. 18, at 4, High-street, Camden-town, Eliza Parket 
Henry, aged 75, widow of the late Hon, Jabez Henry, first Supreme 
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Judge of the Ionian Isles, first English President of Demerara, Counse! 
for the late Queen 

ROOPE--On Jan. 31, at —— aged 39, Marcella, the wife of Richard 
Roope, Esq , Barrister-at-Law. 





UNCLAIMED STOCK IN THE BANK OF ENGLAND. 


ihn of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will be 
to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimants appear 
within Three Months:— 

Brown, Jonn, Dowgate Iron Wharf, Upper Thames-street, Iron Merchant» 

deceased, and An» Brown, his wife. £50 Consols.—Claimed by Ann 
Brown, Widow. 
Exos, Isaac, and Isaac Hotsorow, both of North Wraxhall, Wiltshire, 
Yeomen. £132 3s. 94. New Three per Cents.—Claimed by said I. Elms 
and I. Holborow, 

Gsancer, Tuomas Cotritrs, King’s Bench-walk, Temple, Esq., M.P.. 
deceased. £43 7s. 7d. New Three per Cents.—Claimed by Ellen Ste- 
venson, wife of Gideon Stevenson, Administratrix of said T. C. Granger. 

Wetts, Joun, a minor, of Watledge, Nailsworth, Gloucestershire, £500 
Consols,— Claimed by said John Wells, now of age, 





LONDON _GAZETTES. 
Professional Lenya Dissolbed. 


Farwar, Jan. 29, 1 
pen John, & Wm Clare, Lpool, Attorneys ve) Solicitors. Dec 31. By 


nich Wm, fe Is 
Smith, m, & Isaac Espinasse, on Hempsted, Attorneys and Solici- 
Dec 25, By mutual consent. 
BA indingseup of Joint Stock Companies. 
Farrar, Jan 29, 1864. 
LIMITED In CHANCERY. 
Company (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor 


United Kingdom Ship gn Company (Limited).—Creditors are re- 
quired, on or before Feb 24, to their names and addresses, and the 
particulars of their debts or claims, and the names and addresses of 


Metropolitan Cab and Carriage 
Wood, order to wind up, Jan 16. 


their Solicitors (if ), to F, W: , 5, Serle-st, Lincoln’s-inn. 
Western Benefit Buil Society. —The Master of the Rolls, order to 
wind up, Jan 21, 


TueEspay, Feb. 2, 1864. 
nae In CHANCERY. 


yond (Limited).—Mr. Edward Crosland, 
21, Harrington- 2) te m appointed Official Liquidator of the 
above-named com 


Roman Bath Com (Limited). Petition for winding-up, presented 
Jan 23, will be hea’ any before the Master of the Rolls on Feb 13. Cole, 
Essex-st, agents for Foster & McDonald, Cambridge, Solicitors for the 
petitioners. 

Crevitors under 22 & 23 Vict, cay. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Farivar, Jan. 29, 1864. 

Armstrong, Win, George-st, Portman-sq, Painter. March 1. 
Nicholas-lane. 

Bown, Wm, Leicester,Gent. March 15. Harvey, Leicester. 

Gardner, Hy, Chipping Norton, Farmer. May 2. Tilsley & Wilkins, 

Chipping Norton. 

pg a Ba Theodore, Ely, Brewer. Feb 29. Salmon, Bury St. 
Edmunds, 

Harrison, Thos, Lancaster, Surgeon. Feb 28. Harrison & Son, Kendal. 

“hoe, Xe Gloucester-ter, Chelsea, Gent. March 1. Fallows & Son, 


mestes “icha Radford, Kensington-pk-gdns, 
15. Hughes, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
Jell, Rebecca, Chatham, Spinster, Victualler. March 11. Willoughby, 


Lancaster- r-pl, 

North, John, Huddersfield, Merchant. ‘March 1. Laycock & Dyson’ 
Huddersfield. 

Reed, Ji , Kingston-upon-Hull, Painter. April 2. Atkinson, Hull. 

Reed, Sara . Kingston- -upon-Hull, Widow. April 2. Atkinson, Hull. 

Smith, Benj, Denmark-hill, Camberwell, Brewer. March 3i, Ware, 
Blackman-st. 

Watts, Wm Hy, Nottingham, Basket Maker. March 24. Hunt & Son, 
Nottingham, 


Tuespay, Feb. 2, 1864. 
Baldwin, Jas Geo, AJbany-rd, Camberwell. March 10. Croft, Mark-lane. 
Clements, John, a Monmouthshire. March 28, Abraham Cle- 
ments, Stamp Office, Ne 
Cook, KP a praiatroe, Leber, Innkeeper. March 21, Veley & Cun- 


nington, Braintree. 

Cooke, Richd, Raglan-house, Stapleton-rd, Bristol, Gent. March 25. 
Strickland q 

Cooper, Sami, Little Milton, Oxford, Farmer. March 16, Hedges, Wal- 


Dearne, Thos, Worthing, March 15. Stuart & Baly, Gray’s-inn. 
Gyllenship, Eliza Mary, ry Beto, Maida-hill, Middx, Widow. March |. 
ryan, Bedford-sq 
‘Hodding, Matthias thon, Craven- a Bayswater, Gent. March 
tminster. 


1. , Princes-st, W 

Hunt, Jas, Hinton Blewett, Saat, Yeoman. March 25, Mogg, 
Cholwell, nr Bristol. 

Hutchesson, Elizabeth, Canterbury, Spinster. March 24. Fielding, Car.- 


T 


terbury. : 
Moore, Jas, Blackheath, Victualler, March 25. Champion, I gers 


Roodee Iron Ship B 


Sweeting, 


Lieutenant-Colonel. March 





lane, 
Paine, Wm Hy, Richmond, o> Butcher. March 29. Hy Larchin, 


Priory-house, Clapton, Executo’ 
Riach, Jas, Prospect-pl, Walworth, Bookbinder. Feb 18. Peverley, 
Coleman-st. 


Tilson, Geo, Effra-rd, Brixton-hill, Esq. March 31, Clarke & Co, Cole- 
man-st. 





Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fripay, Jan. 29, 1864, 


— — Mangin Vicountess, Rome. Feb 27. Tatham » Drum- 

mon 3 

Gannon, John, Nether Knutsford, Stonemason. Feb 22. Gannon v Gan- 
non, V. C. Kindersley. 

Nethersole, Hon John, Jamaica. March 14, Elin » Glen, M.R. 

Roberts, John, Bala, Merioneth, Wine Merchant. March 18. Turner» 
Roberts, V. C. Stuart. 

Rothery, Wm, jun, James-st, Buckingham-gate. Feb 29. Eddison » 
Rothery, V. C. Kindersley. 

Slade, Sir Frederick William, Maunsell-house, nr Bridgwater, Somerset, 
Bart. Marchl. Slade v Lord Vaux, V. C. Kindersley. 

Vick, John Osmond, Waterloo-vilie, Hants, Dissenting Minister, Feb 29. 
Evans v Vick, V. ©. Kindersley. 

Yetts, Wm, Gt Yarmouth, Esq. Feb 29. Yetts'» Palmer, M.R. 

Tusspay, Feb. 2, 1864. 
7. Thos Houghton, Bridge House Hotel, London, Hotel Keeper. 
Feb 22, Burrel v Smith, V. C. Wood, 

Colegate, Robt, Canterbury, Stationer. March 1. Pembrook » Pem- 
brook, M. R. 

Cousins, Wm, hornaagenay Seaton, Potatoe Salesman. Feb 22, 
Cousins v Cousins, V. C. S 

Graves, Harry Meggs, Spa Hotel, Gloucester, Major-General, Bengal 
Army. March}, Colvinv Larkins, V. C. Stuart, 

Griffiths, Simon, Dean-st, Islington, Porter in the Bank of England, 
March 1. Bedding v Griffiths, M. R, 

oe) sh Hughes Ball, Oatlands, Surrey, Esq. March 2. Hughes 
»v Frere, 

Piper, Robt eX aes Bush, Hammersmith, Esq. April 9. 

iper v Piper, V. C. 3 

Renton, Mary Anne pom a Moatpeltier-ea, Peckham, Widow. March 7, 
Young v Renton, V. C. Stuart. 

Terrell, Jas, Exeter,Gent. March 1. Daw » Terrell, M. R. 

Wade, Richd Hy, Old Kent-rd, Carrier. Feb 28, Wadeo Wade, M. R. 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
Turspay, Feb. 2, 1864. 
Hallett, Geo, Staplers, Isle of Wight, Farmer. Jan 21. Mew, Newport. 
— Wm Ebenezer, Durham, Silk Mercer, Jan 13. Hargreaves, 
urbam, 


Deeds registered pursuant to Bankeuptey Act, 1861. 
Faipay, Jan, 29, 1 

Andre, Jas Edwd, Brighton, Upholsterer. ~y 30. Comp. Reg Jan 27. 
Attenborough, Richd, Nottingham, Commission Agent. Jan 15, Conv. 

Reg Jan 28. 
Barnett, Wm, Ann’s-pl, Hoxton, Tailor. Jan 21. Asst. Reg Jan 29. 
— John, Elizabeth-ter, Islington, Contractor. Jan 12. Conv. 

an 26. 

Bullen, Wm, Lpool, Wine Merchant. Dec 31. Comp. Reg Jan 27. 
Challinor, Chas Wood, Rochdale, Tea Dealer, Jan 23, Comp. Reg 


an 26, 
— a Milk-st, Cheapside, Hair Net Manufacturer. Jan 23. Comp. 
ig Jan 2% 
Ss Jaber, Frome, Selwood, Somerset, Innkeeper. Dec 31. Comp. 
eg Jan 2! 

Dolman, Daniel, Brewood, Stafford, Grocer. Dec 31. Conv. Reg Jan 28- 

Farmer, Geo, sen, Birm, Machinist. Jan 13. Cony. Reg Jan 26, 

Field, Thos, Manch, Machinist. Jan4. Comp. Reg Jan 26. 

Griffiths, Griffith, Pen-y-bryn, Wrexham, Wine Merchant. Jan 1, 
Comp. Reg Jan 29. 

Harvey, Thos, sen, Thos Harvey, jun, & John Harvey, Wivenhoe, nt Col- 
chester, Shipbuilders. Jani. Comp. Reg Jan 26, 

Haskins, Wm Bradshaw, King’s-rd, Chelsea, Tailor. Dec 29, Comp. 
Reg Jan 25. 

Ingram, Thos, Enfield, Tailor. Jan 27. Asst. Reg Jan 29. 

Kirk, Wm, Leicester, Coal Merchant. Dec 31. Cony. Reg Jan 26, 

Moles, Robt Jas, Holborn-hill, Hairdresser, Jan 25. Comp Reg Jan28. 

Peck, Mary Ann, & Joseph Peck, Cambridge, Builders. Jan 26. Comp. 
Reg Jan 27. 

Reddell, Wm, St Martin’s-ct, Westminster, Jan26. Comp. Reg Jan 27. 

Richardson, John North, Kingston-upon-Hull, Accountant. Jan 21. 
Comp. Reg Jan 27. 

oe, John, Sheffield, Table Knife Manufacturer. Jan 6. Conv. Reg 

6. 


n 2 

Thomas, Jobn, Old-st, St Luke’s, Middlesex, Timber Merchant. Dec 28. 
Cony. Reg Jan 23. 

Trezise, Geo Edwards, Penwith, Cornwall, Draper. Jan2, Conv. Reg 
Jan 28, 

Varley, ee Lenape, Huddersfield, Woollen Manufacturer. Jan 1, 
Asst. Reg Jan 2 

Walker, John, Threndneedle-st, Tobacconist. Nov 30. Conv. Reg Jan 26. 

Zox, Lamen, Long-acre, Middlesex, Cap Manufacturer. Jan 27. Comp. 


Reg Jan 27. 
Tuespay, Feb. 2, 1864. 
Ainsley, Joseph, Bedlington, Northumberland, Draper. Jan 19. Asst. 
Reg Jan 30. 
Brindley, T, Cobridge, Burslem, Coal Master. Jan 12. Conv. Reg Feb 1. 
Clark, Wm, Mon Travelling Draper. Jan 14, Asst. Reg Jan 29. 
Collins, Sidney, & Chas Collins, Broad-st, Lambeth, Maltsters. Dec 31. 
Cony. Reg Jan 28. 
Collins, Wm, Salford, Iron Founder. Jan 22, Conv. Reg Feb 1. 
Cooke, John, Chase, Ross, Hereford, Gent. Jan 5. Cony. Reg Feb 2. 
a Geo, Northampton, Shoe Manufacturer. Jan 4. Asst. Reg 


Jan 

Fell, "Win J Johnston, Carlisle, Soda Water Manufacturer, Jan 2, Asst. 
Reg Jan 30. 

Grace, Alf, Fareham, Hants, Schoolmaster. Jan 13. Cony. Reg Feb 1. 

Green, John, Bradford, Woolstapler. Jan l!. Conv. Reg Jan 30. 

eee Wm Hodgson, Kingston-upon-Hull, Merchant. Je28. Arr. 
Reg Feb 1! 

Jellicoe, Edgar Hy, Stock Orehard-st, Holloway. Jan 25. Arr. Reg 
Jan 30, 


a Sanaa Newell, Bideford, Devon, Surgeon, Jan 5. Conv, Reg 
fan 29, 
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Jones, Robt Christmas, Denbigh, Hotel Keeper. Jan 2. Asst. Reg Jan 29. 

Looney, Esther Marion, Widow, Strewan-pl, Chelsea, Grocer. Jan 21. 
Comp. Reg Jan 30. 

Mattos, Wm Nicholas de, Leadenhall-st, Merchant. Jan 4. Inspector- 
ship. Reg Feb 1, 

Moss, Josiah, Macclesfield, Silk Manufacturer. Jan 29. Conv. Reg Feb 1. 

Patmore, Wm, Poplar, Beerseller. Feb 1. Comp. Reg Feb 2. 

Richardson, John, Cross-st, Lambeth, Stone Mason. Jan 1. Comp. 
Reg Jan 30. 

Roberts, Thos, Manch, Corn Factor. Jan 27. Comp. Reg Feb |. 
Rowe, Robt, East Hetton, Durham, Grocer. Jan 8. Conv. Reg Feb 1. 
Royle, Wm, Newton, nr Manch, Dyer. Jan 27. Comp. Reg Feb 1. 

rd, Sam], Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Brush Maker, Jan 25, Asst. 

Reg Jan 29. 

2 — Longley, Morley, nr Leeds, Boot Maker, Jan 11. Conv, 
eg Feb I. 

Yates, Thos, Birm, Paper Box Manufacturer. Jan 25. Comp. Reg Jan 29. 


Bankruyts. 
Farway, Jan, 29, 1864. 
To Surrender in London. 
Auger, Theodore Wm, Barking, Essex, Victualler. Adj Jan 21, Feb 
8atl. Aldridge. 

Arnold, Jas, South Molton-st, Middlesex, Professor of Physical Education, 
Pet Jan 22. Feb 9 at 2. Linklaters, Walbrook. 

Batley, Richd, Park-village East, Regent’s-park, Timber Dealer. Pet Jan 
27. Feb 16 at 12. Billing, Chapel-pl, Poultry. 

Bowen, Thos, Brentwood, Poulterer. Pet Jan 25, Feb16atll. Pres- 
ton & Dorman, Gresham-st. 

Bundey, Jas, Charles-st East, Hampstead-rd, Gent, Pet Jan 23. Feb8 
at 12. Olive, Portsmouth-st. 

Day, Geo Lewis, Caledonian-rd, King’s cross, Furniture Dealer. Pet Jan 
li. Feb 16at11, Bramwell, Scott’s-yd, London. 

Dorrington, Wm Howitt, Hertford, Coal Merchant. Pet Jan 26, Feb 8 

" atl. Mason & Co, Gresham-st, Longmore & Co, Hertford. 

Downes, Thos, Bishopsgate-st, Pie Maker. Pet Jan 25, Feb 10 atl, 
Padmore, Westminster-rd. 

Earp, Saml, Launton, Oxford, Farmer, Pet Jan26. Feb 16 at12. Law- 
rance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 

Hart, Thos, Gt St Helen's, Commission Agent. Pet Jan 22. Feb 16 at 
11. Emmett & Son, Bloomsbury-sq. 

Hayward, Hy, Landport, Hants, Brewer. Yet Jan 22, Feb 8 at 12, 
Jones, New-inn, : 

Hebden, Joseph, Blackwall, Lighterman. Pet Jan 27. Feb 16 at 1. 
Cooper, Charing-cross. 

Hollway, Hy, Gunby, Norfolk, John Hart, King’s Lynn, & John Hart, 
jun, King’s Lynn, Timber Merchants. Pet Jan 19. Feb 9 at 12, 
Chilton & Co, Chancery-lane, and Coulton & Beloe, King’s Lynn. 

Hughes, Geo, Maidenhead, Victualler. Pet Jan25, Feb 15 at1. Solo- 
mon, Finsbury-place. 

Huggins, Wm, East Carlton, Norfolk, Farmer. Pet Jan 18. Feb 15 at2. 
Storey, King’s-road, and Tillett, Norwich. 

Langley, Edwd Archer, Litchfield-road, Bow, late a Captain in Hon. East 
India Co. Pet Jan25. Feb 16at11l. Farrar, Gt Carter-lane. 

Lawrence, Robt, Park-pl, Hackney Wick, Builder. Pet Jan 27. Feb 16 
at 12. Davies, Moorgate-st. 

Mason, Jas, Walgrave-ter, Brompton, out of business. Pet Jan 26. Feb 
16 at !2. Mirfin, Staple-inn. 

Mathias, Robt Hy Wm, Argyle-st, Oxford-st, out of business, Pet Jan 26, 
Feb 16 at 12. Plews, Mark-lane. 

McLellan, John Alexander, Howland-st, Middlesex, Clerk. Pet Jan 26. 
Feb 15 at 2. Murton, Austin-friars. 

Minks, Robt, Polygon, Clarendon-sq, Somers-town, Chairmaker. Pet Jan 
25. Feb9at3. Marshall & Son, Hatton-garden. 

Murrell, John, Hove, nr Brighton, Butcher. PetJan2l. Feb9 at 12. 
Bentley, Brighton. 

Perton, Wm, jun, The Mall, Notting-hill, Painter, &. Pet Jan 26, Feb 
16 at 12. Earle, Bedford-row. 

Radmore, Rchd, White Horse-yard, Westminster, Cab Proprietor. Pet 
Jan 27 (for pau). Feb9at3. Aldridge. 

Read, Chas, Kennington-cross, Grocer. Pet Jan 27. Febi3at12. Reed, 
Guildhall-chambers. 

Ross, Thos, Gt Barlow-st, Manchester-sq, Publican. Adj Jan 18. Feb 13 
ati. Aldridge. 

Royston, Hy, Woodchester-st, Paddington, Iron Merchant. Adj Jan 18. 
Febi3ati. Aldridge. 

Shenton, Edw, Biggleswade, Bedford, Foreman to a Nurseryman. Pet 

Jan 25. Feb 16at11l. Chandler, Clement’s-lane. 
Smart, Chas, jun, Epsom, Farmer. Pet Jan 26. Feb 13at11. Michael, 


Barge-yard, 

Speak, Rehd, Broadway, Ludgate-hi!l, Boot Maker, Pet Jan 23. Feb 10 
atl. George & Armstrong, Sise-lane. 

Stride, Hy, Southampton. Adj Jan 20, Feb 13 at 11, Aldridge. 

Trownce, John Glasson, Cavendish-ter, Kentish-town, Grocer. Pet Jan 
22. Feb13 at il. Howard & Co, Paternoster-row. 

Wells, Sam!, High Wycombe, Auctioneer. Pet Jan 27. Feb 13 at 11. 
Lovell & Co, Gray’s-inn, and Reynolds, High Wycombe. - 


To Surrender in the Country, 


Annis, Geo, Gt Gonerby, Innholder. Pet Jan 23. Gr, 
m4 ain, Grantham : : antham, Feb 12 at 
» Warwick, Weaver, et Jan 16 (for pau). 
mse a Ky, Biber. ‘eatetia 
wi n Kendall mmission nt. ° 
ani i . . Agent. Pet Jan 16 (for pau) 
Bladen, John, Shiffnal, Salop, Grocer. Pet Jan 23. Madeley, Feb 20 at 
12, Taylor, Wellington. 
Bolton, Hy Augustus, Scarborough, Chemist. Pet Jan 26. Leeds, Feb 
18 at 11. Simpson, Leeds, 
Booth, Hy, Bradford, Commission Agent. Pet Jan 27. Leeds, Feb 18 at 
11. Terry & Watson, Bradford, and Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 
Booth, Jas, Gomersall, York, Cotton Spinner. Pet Jan 25. Leeds, Feb 
18 at 11. Howard, Stockport, and Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 
Cave, Wm, Nuneaton, Victualler, Pet Jan 23. Nuneaton, Feb 20 at 10. 
Estlin, Nuneaton, 


topher, Wetheringsett, Suffolk, Boot Maker. Adj Jan 15. 


upon-Trent, Feb 13 at 11. Tennant, Hanley. 

Curnow, John Robt, Maindee, Monmouth, Ini r. Pet Jan 25. New. 
port, Feb 10 at 10. Greenway & Bytheway, er 3 

Dawson, Sam! Appleby, Blackburn, Brick Maker, Pet Jan 25, Bacup, 
Feb 11 at 12. Watson, Bacup. : r 

Dixon, Adam, Harborne, Stafford, Commercial Traveller. Pet Jan 95, 
Birm, Feb 15 at 12. Parry, Birm. 

Eley, Richd, Charlbury, Oxford, Manure Manufacturer. Adj Jan 11, 
Chipping Norton, Feb 24 at 11, Kilby, Banbury. 

Ettery, Edwin, Newport, Monmouth, Commission Agent, Pet Jan 14, 
Newport, Feb 10 at 10. Cathcart, Newport. 

Evans, Wm, Hayes Bridge, Cardiff, Lath Manufacturer, Pot Jan 93, 
Cardiff, Feb 9 at 12, Stephens, Cardiff. 

Fewtrell, Thos, Nuneaton, Shoemaker. Pet Jan 16 (for pau). Warwick, 
Feb 20 at 10.30. Kilby, Banbury. 

Ford, Richd, Lpool, Victualler, Pet Jan 2G. Lpool, Feb 15 at 11, Harris, 

1 


ool. 
Fortest, Rbt, Manch, out of business. Pet Jan 21 (for pau). Manch, Feb 
22 at 9.30. Gardner, Manch. 
Fox, John, Nuneaton, Grocer. Pet Jan 26. Birm, Feb 12 at 12. James & 
Griffin, Birm. 
Godfrey, Wm, Bristol, Beerseller. Pet Jan 27, Bristol, Feb 12 at 19, 
Roper. 
Golland, Ann, Sheffield, Widow. Pet Jan 26. Sheffield, Feb 10 at1, 
Broadbent, Sheffield. 
Gray, Joseph, Bensham, Durham, Farm Servant. Pet Jan 18 (for pau), 
Durham, Feb 11 at 12, Lisle, Durham. 
Greenland, Joseph Chas Dudding, St Woollos, Monmouth, Grocer, Pet 
Jan 25. Newport, Feb 10 at 10. Blakey, Newport, 
= Chas, and not Grassmith, as advertised in the Gazette of Jan 
9 last. 
Hainsworth, John, Batley Carr, York, Woollen Manufacturer. Adj Jan 
18. Leeds, Feb 15 at 10. 
Hartland, Chas, Sedgley, Stafford, Builder. Pet Jan 26. Birm, Feb 15 at 
12, Bolton & Sanders, Dudley, and James & Griffin, Birm. 
Harvey, Eliza, Lpool, Victualler, Adj Jan 15. Lpoo', Feb 8 at 3, Evans 
& Co, Lpool. 
Haughton, Jas, Heaton Norris, Lancaster, Grocer. Pet Jan 25, Manch, 
Feb 12 at 12, Reddish, Manch. 
Hickman, Thos, Kingston-upon-Hull, Butcher. Pet Jan 26, Leeds, Feb 
17 at 12. Eaton & Beilby, Hull. 
Hollinshead, Wm, Longton, Stoke-upon-Trent, Beerseller, Pet Jan 25, 
Stoke-upon-Trent, Feb 13 at 11. Tenant, Hanley, 
Howe, Hy, Birm, Horse Slanghterer. Pet Jan 15 (for pau), Birm, Feb 
29 at 10. 
Huband, John, Aston Manor, Warwick, Miller. Pet Jan 16 (for pau), 
Warwick, Feb 29 at 10. 
Hulse, Elijah, Wharton, Chester, Milliner. PetJan 27. Northwich, Feb 
13at 10. Cooke, Over. 
Jones, Eliza, Shrewsbury, Ironmonger. Pet Jan 26. Birm, Feb 15 at 12, 
Gordon, Shrewsbury, and Hodgson & Son, Birm. 
Jones, Ezekiel, New Swindon, Wells, Tailor. Pet Jan 25, Swindon, Feb 
13 at 10. Rawlings, Melksham. 
Jones, Wm, Wednesbury, Stafford, Beerseller. Pet Jan 25, Birm, Feb 
12 at 12. Sheldon, Wednesbury. 
Lambert, Francis, Skirwith, York, Butcher. Pet Jan 25. Leeds, Feb 15 
at 10. Wilson & Brown, Lpool, and Simpson, Leeds. 
Littlewood, Hy Chas, Sheffield, Grocer, PetJan 27, Sheffleld, Feb 11 at 
1. Micklethwaite, Sheffield. 
Lowe, John, sen, Woodshutts, Stafford, Grocer. Pet Jan 26. Newcastle- 
under-Lyme, Feb 13 at 11. Sherratt, Talk-o’-th-hill. 
Massey, Jas, Forest-hill, Oxford, Pig Dealer. Adj Jan 11. Oxford, Feb 
13 at 12. Kilby, Banbury. 
Mayoh, Nathan, Lpool, Grocer. Pet Jan 11. Lpool, Feb 15 at 1, 
Tyndall, Lpool. 
Mederaf, Jas, Oxford, Grocer. Pet Jan 22 (for pau). Oxford, Feb 13 at 
12. Kilby, Banbury. 
Mitcheson, Geo, Hawthorn, Durham, Farmer. Pet Jan 25, Durham, 
Feb 11 at 12. Marshall, Durham. 
Moore, Richd, King’s Norton, Boot Manufacturer. Pet Jan 16, Birm, 
Feb 12 at 12. East, Birm. 
Morgan, Chas, Bristol, Victualler. Adj Dec 16. Bristol, Feb 12 at 12. 
Nichol, Francis, Carlisle, Innkeeper, Pet Jan 25, Carlisle, Feb 10 at 19, 
Ostell, Carlisle. 
a ry a Suffolk, Carpenter. Pet Jan 22 (for pau), Ipswich, 
‘eb 10 at 2. 
Oates, Joseph, Knaresborough, Auctioneer, Pet Jan 27. Knaresborough, 
Feb 10 at 10. Harle, Leeds, 
Offer, Chas Cadby, Dorking, Surgeon's Assistant. Pet Jan 25, Dorking, 
Feb 12 at 11.50. White, Guildford. 
Parker, Robt, New Sleaford, Coal Merchant. Pet Jan 26. Birm, Feb 10 
at1ll. Holdich, Sleaford. 
Bie ae. Wm, Wanley, Broker. Pet Jan 26. Hanley, Feb 13 at 12. Sutton, 


em, 
Paiiips, Wm, Birm, Butcher. Pet Jan 16 (for pau). Birm, Feb 29 at 


Porter, Jas, & Robt Porter, Witton, Blackburn, Brick Manufacturers. Pet 
Jan '26.' Manch, Feb 11 at 12, Whalley, Blackburn, and Boote, 


Manch. 
Quinn, Jas Aloyzius, Lpool, Clerk. Pet Jan 26. Lpool, Feb 9 at 3. 


Baxter, Lpool. 
Richards, Chas, Nottingham, Cordwaincr. Pet Jan 26. Nottingham, Feb 
10 at ll. Maples, Nottingham, 
Riding, Wm, Wakefield, Butcher, Pet Jan 27. Wakefield, Feb 16 at ll. 
Janson & Banks, Wakefield. 
Roberts, Abraham, Bradford, Plumber, &c. Pet Jan 26. Bradford, Feb 
1latl0, Hill, Bradford. 
Sty seria Wakefield, Coal Proprietor. Adj Jan 18. Leeds, 
e€ at ll, 
Robinson, Wm, Ulieskelf, nr Taleaster, Wheelwright. Pet Jan 26. Tad- 
caster, Feb 15 at 12. Harle, Leeds. 
Rose, Benj, Eckington, Derby, Farmer, Pet Jan2l, Sheffield, Feb 13 at 
» oe as coe age , 
oyle, Thos, Salford, Attorney-at-Law. Pet Oct 31 (for » Manch, 
eb 22 at 9.30. Gardner, Manch, Oe Pm 





Chapman, Chris 
Ipswich, Feb 10 at 10, Cream, Eye. 


Russell, Thus herd, Colsterworth, Lincoln, Wood Turne: an 
26, birm, Feb ¢atil, Law, Stamford, Pisindie 


‘ 


Colclough, Wm, Longton, Stoke-upon-Trent, Potter. Pet Jan 23, Stoke. 
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Russon, a General Dealer. Pet Jan 16 (for pau). Warwick, 


Feb 29 at 
Wm Hutchings, Mi pstead, Devon, Carpenter. Pet Jan 
Shea™® Comton Abbott, Feb 9 at 11. Floud, Exeter.” 
Shelton, Thos, Harringworth Rortesapiee,. Farmer. Pet Jan 26. 


Uppingham, Feb 12 at 10, i. Stamford, 
shipey, Hy, Chorlton-upon-Medlock, Manch, Provision Dealer, Pet Jan 


92 (for pau). Manch, Feb 22 at 9. ‘30. Gardner, Manch, 
short, Thos, Birm, Agnt. Pet Jan i6 (for pau). Birm, 
Feb 29 at 10. 


Shuttleworth, Thos, Manch, Attorney-at-Law. Pet Jan27. Manch, Feb 

§at li. Sale & Co, Manch. 

smart, Geo Henderson, Trent “Railway Station, on Master. Pet Jan 
26. Yottingsom. Feb 9atll. Petty, Leiceste: 

smith, Saml, Erdington, Waretel, Commercial "Traveller. Pet Jan 16 
(for pau). Birm, Feb 29 at 10. 

smithson, Robt, Grimoldb: Lincoln, Farmer. Adj Jan 16, Louth, Feb 
Satll. Brown & 

§nook, Saml, Bristol, Cooper. Pet Jan 26. Bristol, Feb 12 at 12. Pidgeon. 

Staniland, Richd, Grantham, Butcher. Pet Jan 23, Grantham, Feb 12 
at 11, Malim, Grantham 

Stelling, Robinson, Bradford, Tailor, Pet Jan26, Bradford, Feb 11 at 
10, Hill, Bradford. 

Tattersall, John, ogy Innkeeper. Pet Jan 25. Burnley, Feb 11 at 
3.30. Backhouse & Whittam, Burnley. 

Thomas, Saml, Lieine, Carmarthen, Farmer, Pet Jan 23 (for pau). Car- 
marthen, Feb 8 at 10. Jones, 5 

Tomalin, Thos, Birm, Watch Hand Maker, Pet Jan25. Birm, Feb 29 at 
10, Parry, Birm. 

n, Geo, Cheltenham, Pastrycook. Pet Jan 25. Bristol, Feb 12 at 
It. W ilkes, Gloucester. 
y, Elizabeth, Manch, Bread Dealer. Pet Jan 21 (for pau). Manch, 

Feb 22 at 9.30. Gardner, 

Winter, Caleb Hobbs, bs, Cheltenham, Grocer. Pet Jan 26. Bristol, Feb 12 
at ll. Abbots & Co, Bristol. 

Woodward, » Mid bh, York, Butter Dealer. Adj Jan 18. 

Leeds, Feb 15 at 10. 

TuEsDAY, Feb. 2, 1864, 


To Surrender in London, 
Baker, Wm Beckley, Queen’s-terrace, Bayswater, Auctioneer. Pet Jan 
27, Feb 16at1. Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-cham 
nem, Benj, Gt Ormond-st, Commercial Clerk. Pet Jan 30. Feb 16 at 
1, Bennett & Paul, Sise-lane. 


Carey, Edw, Hastings, Fruiterer. Pet Jan28. Feb i6atJ. Keighley & 
Bull, Basinghall-st. 
Pet Jan 28. Feb 16at 12. Dean, 


Collier, Geo, Waltham-cross, Brewer. 
New Broad-st. 

Dennis, Jas, King’s Lynn, Butcher, Pet Jan29. Feb il6at1. Eyre 
& Lawson, John-st, Bedford-row. 

Dow, Jas, Orchard-hill, Lewisham, Greenwich, Baker. Pet Jan27. Feb 
16 at 12. Drew, New Basinghall-st. 

Evans, Edmund, Pentonville-rd, Metal Factor. Pet Jan 29, Feb 16 at 12, 
Leverson, St Helen’s- «pl. 

Gillingham, Jas, Cot a, Walworth, Corn Dealer. Pet Jan 28, Feb 
16 at 11. Munday, Bt. 

Gould, Edw, Oxford, Builder. Pet Jan 38, Feb 16 at12. Hill, Basing- 
hall- ‘st, 

ag , John, Arbour-st, Stepney, Victualler. Pet Jan 29, Feb 16 atl. 

toddart, Arbour-st, East. 

ker, Wm, Bishop’s-rd, Camberwell, Cabinet Maker. Pet Jan29. Feb 16 
at ll, Holt & Mason, Quality-ct. 

Langford, Chas Wm, Warner-st, Clerkenwell, Cab Driver. Pet Jan 28 
(tor pau). Feb 16 at 12, Aldridge, 

Marshall Hy Geo, Lavender-grove, —— Merchant. Pet Jan 27. 
Feb 16 at 1. Harrison & Lewis, Old Jewry. 

Bloomfield, John Miller, Poole, Shipowner, Pet Jan 28. Feb 16 atl. 
Loftus & Young, New-inn, and Viant, Poole. 

Moll, John Peter, Old Broad-st, Silk Broker. Pet Jan 28, Feb 16 at 1). 
May nard & Son, Coleman-st. 

O'Brien, Michael Joseph Harcourt, Duke-st, St James’s, no occupation. 
Pet Jan 28 (for peal. Feb 16 at 1. Aldridge. 

Partridge, Jas Hy, Lucan-pl, Hoxton, Commercial Traveller. Pet Jan 28 
(for pau). Feb 19 atl. Aldridge. 

Skelton, John Jas, Eton,Carpenter. Pet Jan 28. Feb 13 at 12. Depree 
& Austen, Lawrence-lane 

Smith, Wm Hy, Stratheden- ter, Hammersmith, no occupation. Pet Jan 
30 (for ag Feb 19 at 11, "Aldridge. 

Stock, Hy, Mill-hill-rd, Acton, Builder. Pet Jan 29. Feb 16 atl. Cole- 
man, Charlotte-row. 

Sturgeon, Richd Edgar, Sible Hedingham, Essex, Farmer. Pet Jan 29. 
Feb 13at 32. Cardinall, H 

Tonge, Edwd, Camden-st "North, Camden-town, late of Red Lion-sq, At- 
torney-at-Law. Pet Jan 27. Feb 13 at 11, Johnson, Clifford’s-inn. 

Turner, Godfrey Wordsworth, New Barnet, Hertford, Journalist. Pet 
Jan 25. Feb 13 at 12. Cox, St Swithin’s-lane. 

Twocock, Wm Drummond-ter, Bermondsey, Waterman. Pet 
Feb 1. Feb 13 at 1. Moss, Gracechurch-st. 

Waite, Alfred, Paasubees, Bestyeiier. Pet Jan 28, Feb 16 at}. Mar- 
shall & Son, Hatton-ga: 

Warburton, Wm Nora Grove-st, Bohowey, Clerk to an Insurance 
Company. Pet Jan 28 (for pe pan). Feb 13 at 12. Aldridge. 

Wilson, Daniel, bg = out of business. Pet Jan 26, Feb 16 
at i. Drew, New Basinghall-st 

Wilson, John Wise, ae ee pie, Branevick-te, Islington, Surgeon. Pet Jan 
30. Feb 19 atl, 


To ie z ‘the Country. 


Bales, John Geese. Lpool, Victualler. Pet Jan 29. Lpool, Feb 12 at ul 
Husband, Lpoo 

Bradshaw, ‘Vy, 
23 at il, 

Brantoot, John,  Bishopwearmouth, Commission Agent. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Feb 19 at 12, McRae, Sunderland. 

bara) attles! rough, Salop, Shoemaker. Pet Jan 27. Shrews- 
ury, Feb 18 at 11. ag webury, 

Brows’ Samuel, Birm, Carpenter. Pet Jan 28. Birm, Feb 29 at 10. 
Duke, Birm. 


Siaslasiint Stonemason. Pet Jan 26, Haslingden, Feb 
, Blackburn. 
Pet Jan 28. 





Chappell, Wm, sen, & Wm ones, jun, Coventry, Silkmen. Pet Jan 30. 
Birm, Feb 22 at 12, James & Griffin, Birm 
Chave, John Richd, St Sidwell, Exeter, Schoolmaster. Pet Jan 27. 


a Exeter, Feb ana at ‘10. ° kote 
cark,, Wim ester, News Agent. Pet Jan28. Nantwich 
ou 6 at 10. Brooke, Nantwich. a . * i 
wlurn, Wm, Castleford . Innkeeper. et Jan 28. Leeds, Feb 15 . 
Bond & Barwick, Leeds. panei ah 
Dick, John Swindle, South Sah, Nee. Adj Jan 15. Durham, 


Feb 15 at 12, Wawn, South Shiel 
Emery, Jas, Wednesbury, Stafford, Chemist. Pet Jan 28. Walsall, Feb 


17 at 12. Stratton, Wolverhampton. 
lacksmith. Pet Jan 27, Colchester, 


Gosling, Geo, Ardleigh, Essex, 
Feb 13at 12. Jones, Colc’ 

Gwynn, Rehd, Dudley, Miner, “Pet Jan 29, Dudley, Feb 15 at 10, 

les, Worcester. 

Hastings, Plumber. Hastings, Feb 16 at 11. Langham, 

Hesslewood, Robt, Melbourne, York, Jobber, Pet Jan 28. 
Feb 16 at 11. 30, Silburn, Pock! i 
indmarch, Percival, Northallerton, Merchant. Pet Jan 28. Leeds, Feb 
18 at ll. Bond & Barwick, Leeds, 

Hodgson, Chas Garforth, Shipley, York, Druggist. Pet Jan 30. Leeds, 
Feb 18 at 11, Hailstone & Mumford, Bradford, and Bond & Barwick, 


Leeds. 

Holmes, John, Ferns, Birthwaite, Windermere, Joiner. Pet Jan 28. 
Ambleside, Feb 10at 11. Thompson, Kendal. 
—, a —- Carnarvon, Seedsman. Pet Jan 26. Pwilheli, 

at ll, 

Jennings, Jas, Aston, nr Birm, Baker. Pet Jan 29. Birm, Feb 15 at 12. 
Harrison & Wood, Birm. 

Johannsen, Gerhard Diedrich, Lpool, Merchant. Pet Jan 27. Lpool, Feb 


LE Hee 
Jones, Th verd, Tonge Labenver. Pet Jan 28. Stour- 
bridge, Feb 17 at 10. Collis, Si 
degen, Taam Eesyelis, Rermow, , Haulier. Adj Jan 28. Tredegar, Feb 
a 
Jones, Wm, Birm, Commercial Clerk. Pet Jan28. Birm, Feb 29 at 10, 
cseee, George, Leet, Auctioneer. PetJan29. Lpool, Feb 12 atil 


Harris, 
Joy, Sexph, Sar as Papa. Leseesten, nel, Pet Jan28, Salford, Feb 13 


ia , ee” Lewis Lew wis, Pontardawe, Glamorgan, Chemists. 
Jan 29, Bristol, Feb 12 at 11, Thomas, Neath, and abbott & we 


Pet Jan 28. Guildford, Feb 13 at 12. 
McCarthy, Thos Irven, Manch, Oil Merchant. Adj Jan 2l. Manch, Feb 
17 atl. Gardner, Manch. 


— Hy, P Manon se Boot Maker, PetJan29. Wallingford, Feb 19 
1. Slocom! 
Pn Richd » Cawood York, ate Student. Pet Jan 29. Leeds, Feb 
15 at 10. Bond & Barwick, 
ba ey Jas, Ba gg Innkeeper. Pet Jan 30. Ipswich, Feb 17 at 11 


‘anmnch Pwilheli, Carnarvon, Farmer. Pet Jan 28, Pwilheli* 
Feb 17 at 11. Jones. , 
. oe East srry 2 —— Baker, Adj Jan 12, Attleborough, 

at 

Steel, Chas, Birm, Builder. “Pet Jan 26, Birm, Feb 29 at 10. East, 


Thompson, Jonathan, York, out of business. Pet Jan 30, York, Feb 17 
atli. Young, York. 


Evans & Co, 


Bristol. 
Martin, Thos, Guildford, Tailor. 
France, Falcon-st. 


= re {iton-heath, Salop, Butcher. PetJan 29. Oswestry, Feb 
8 atil ull, 
Tote, John, Heavitree, Bovon, Shoemaker. Pet Jan 28, Exeter, Feb 
12 at 11. Floud, Exete 
Woodward, Jas, Neston, cons Teacher. Pet Jan 21. LpoolyFeb 12 
at li. Pemberton, Lpool. 
Younger, Thos, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Builder, PetJan22. Neweastle- 
wa tye, Feb 17at 12. Joel, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 
BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED. 
Farwar, Jan. 29, 1864. 
Pilkington, Wm, Morley, York, Woollen Manufacturer. Noy 7, 





ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 
Jan. 29.—By — Norton, Hocoant, & Taisr. 
Leashold property, comprising four residences, situate Nos. 7, 8,9, & 10, 
cane et weer gs St. J Shn's Mi Woods held for an unexpired term term of 57 years 
from Mi haelmas last, at a peppercorn rent. Anaual value £200.—Sold 


for £2,200. 
Feb, 4.—By Messrs. Tortus & Hanpine. 


dt nak, No, 25 Russell-square ; term 379 Puy ears from Decem- 
poe nn page ere seer Let for £160 per annom.— 
Soi 


Leashold caine, ‘0. 1 fom ‘Decomber, 160 the prodt yen ty a 


tal; term 27: 
per annum.—Sold for 

Leasehold premises, No. 22, Ludgate-street, ‘ony, © piel for 40 yeurs'from 
Midsummer, 1857, at a ground rent of £16 per annum, Let for a term 
at £360 per annum,—Sold for £6,000. 

By Mr. Marsa. 

An absolete reversion to one-fifth of £1,300 East oe Seam 5 
13 £50 shares in the London Joint-Stock Bank ; 

Chapmanslade, Wilts, and leasehold property in the Southwarkeb ego: 
road, receivable on the decease of a lady now in her 64th year.— 
for £225. 

An absolnte reversion to the sum of £9,804 3 be Three per Cent. Re- 
duced Annuities, standing in the name of the Accountant-General of 
the Gout 8 A nda receivable on decease of a lady aged 66 years.— 
Sold fe 
Five £25 shares (£17 10s, per share called and paid up) in the Law Re- 
vyersionary Interest Society.—Sold for £16 10s. per poh 
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THE LUDGATE-HILL VIADUCT. 
ORWICH UNION FIRE and LIFE OFFICES. 
NOTICE OF REMOVAL. 
The Directors HEREBY GIVE NOTICE, that, in consequence of the 


| 
i 


{ 


immediate extension of the London, Chatham, and Dover Railway, they | 


have vacated their Offices, No. 6, Cresc’ 
REMOVED to their NEW PREMISES, No. 
Feb. 4, 1864. 


29, Fleet-street, E.C. 





Recently published, price 11s. 6d., cloth, 
MANUAL of COMMON LAW and BANK- 
RUPTCY, designed as a Companion to Smith’s Manual of Equity. 
By JOSIAH W. SMITH, B.C.L., Q.C. This small volume is founded on 
about sixty text-books, and comprises about 2,000 of the points that are 
most fundamental or most constantly recurring in daily practice. 

“ The Manual of Common Law and Bankruptcy is peculiarly suitable 
for the careful study of law students. . . . . Practising lawyers will 
find the book a valuable vade mecum.”—Solicitors’ Journal. 

“ Admirably conceived and executed. . . . . Eminently lucid and 
concise. . . . A pocket book of pith and essence of common law.” 
—Leguleian. 

“We may congratulate . . . . not only students, but the profes- 
sion at large, at having, within the small compass of a single volume, a 
body of information which will very much econ time and labour in 
the varied course of daily practice.”—Gazetle of Bankruptcy. 
London: V. & R. Stevens, Sons, & Haynes, 26, Bell-yard, Lincoln’s-inn. 
Westminster.—Valuable and extensive Plot of Freehold Building Land, 

in Victoria-street, for immediate Sale. 

ESSRS. DANIEL SMITH, SON, & OAKLEY 
have received instructions to SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, 
fear the Bank of England, on WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 24, at 
TWELVE o'clock, in One Lot, a very valuable FREEHOLD ESTATE, 
consisting of a large plot of first-class building land, in a first-rate position, 
in Victoria-street, Westminster, close to the Abbey and the Houses of 
Parliament. It has a frontage of about 660 ft. to Victoria-street, and of 
about 150 ft. to Brewer’s-green, with a considerable depth, and has an 
area of about two acres. The situation renders this land well adapted for 
the site of any public building or institution, or for the erection of pro- 
fessional offices, so much in demand in this neighbourhood, and a block of 
this size, in the heart of London, is becoming daily more difficult and 
costly to obtain. The land (except as to a very small portion), is held 
direct from the original freeholders, and is not affected by the liabilities 

of the Westminster Improvement Commissioners, 

Particulars, with plans, may be had of 

Messrs. W. & W. A. WALLER, 27, King-street, Cheapside, E.C.; 
at the Mart; and of Messrs. DANIEL SMITH, SON, & OAKLEY, Land 
Agents and Surveyors, No. 10, Waterloo-place, Pall-mall, $.W. 


SE 





ESSRS. DANIEL SMITH, SON, & OAKLEY 
beg to inform the pnblic that they have several important 
LANDED PROPERTIES for SALE, in various parts of the king- 
dom, particulars of which are in course of preparation, and detailed 
advertisements will appear in a few weeks. For some of the properties 
they are empowered to receive offers by private contract before going 
to auction, and, in such cases, will be happy to give full particulars to 
bona fide purchasers or their known agents. The estates consist chiefly 
of residential properties, with large and smali domains, and several sound 
agricultural investments in Hampshire, Northumberland, Herts, Cumber- 
land, Berks, Northampton, Essex, Bucks, Sussex, Hereford, Gloucester, 
Somerset, Middlesex, Norfolk, and Warwickshire. 
No. 10, Waterloo-place, Pall-mall, S.W. 


BY hyn nery DEBENHAM & TEWSON’S CUR- 

RENT LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES, including landed estates, 
Town and Country residences, hunting and shooting quarters, farms, 
ground-rents, rent-charges, house property, and investments generally, 
may be obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, E.C., or 
by post for one stamp. 

Particulars for insertion in the ensuing List must be received by tle 
28th at latest. 


ROOKS and SCHALLER (removed from Picca- 

dilly).—Their MONTHLY printed INDEX (first published in 1820) 

of ESTATES, country and town houses, manors, hunting quarters, rights 

of shooting and fishing, farms, &c., to be LET or SOLD, can be had free 

at their Offices, 25, Charles-street, St. James’, 8.W., opposite the Junior 

United Service Club. Particulars for next publication must be forwarded 
before the 26th of each month, 


States AND HOUSES, Country and Town 
Residences, Landed Estates, Investments, Hunting Seats, Fishing 
and Shooting Quarters, Manors, &.—JAMES BEAL’'S REGISIER of the 
above, published on the Ist of each month, forwarded per post, or may 
be had on application at the Office, 209, Piccadilly, W.—Particulars for 
insertion should be forwarded not later than the 28th of each month. 


Periodical Sales of Absolute or Contingent Reversions to Funded or other 
Property, Annuities, Policies of Assurance, Life Interests, Railway, 
Dock, and other Shares, Bonds, Clerical Preferments, Rent Charges, and 
all other descriptions of present or prospective Property. 

R. FRANK LEWIS begs to give notice that his 
SALES for the year 1864 will take place at the AUCTION 
MART, on the following days, viz.:— 
Friday, February 12 
Friday, March 11 
Friday, April 8 
Friday, May 13 
Friday, June 10 
Friday, July 8 
Particulars of properties intended for sale are requested to be forwarded 
at least 14 days prior to either of the above dates, to the offices of the 

a , 36, Coleman-street, E.C., where information as to value, &c., 

and printed cards of terms may be had, 

















Friday, August 12 
Friday, September 9 
Friday, October 14 
Friday, November 11 
Friday, December 9 


ent, New Bridge-street, and | 


Periodical Sale (established 1843), appointed to take place the 
Thursday in every month, of Absolute and Contingent Reversions 
Funded and other Property, Life Interests, Annuities, Policies of A, 
ance, Advowsons, Next Presentation, Manorial Rights, Rent Ch 
Post Obit Bonds, Debentures, Shares in Docks, Canals, Mines, Railways 
Insurance Companies, and other public undertakings for the pre 


year. : 
R. MARSH begs to announce that his PERL 


ODICAL SALES (established in 1843), for the disposal of ¢ y 


| description of the above-mentioned PROPERTY, take place on 
first Thursday in each month throughout the ensuing year, gg) 





under :-— 


February 4 
March 3 May 5 August 4 
June 2 September 1 
In addition to the above dates, Mr. Marsh also begs to announce 
the following days are appropriated for the Sale of Freehold, Copyhein, 
and Leasehold Properties, viz. :— is 
Thursday, August 11, 18,25 © 


Thursday, February 18 
Thursday, March 17, 31 Thursday, September 15 
Thursday, April 14, 21, 28 Thursday, October 20 

Thursday, May 12, 19, 26 Thursday, November 17 
Thursday, December 15 


October 6 


April 7 July7 : 
November 3 
December }_ 


Thursday, June 9, 16, 23, 30 
Thursday, July 14, 21, 28 
2, Charlotte-row, Mansion House, London, E.C. 





—————. 


Lincoln’s-inn.—Freehold Chambers, producing £240 per annum, suitable 


for investment or occupation, 
ESSRS. WINSTANLEY aare_ instructed t 


OFFER for SALE by AUCTION, at the MART, on WE 
DAY, FEBRUARY 17, in Three Lots, the following FREEHOLD PRO. 
PERTIES—viz., an eligible and convenient suite of chambers, on the 
second and third floors of No. 8, New-square, Lincoln's-inn, compri 
four excellent front rooms, a clerks’ office, lobby, coal closet, and 
rooms in the roof, let to Gordon Whitbread, Esq., at a rent of £120 
annum; a desirable set of chambers, adjoining the last-mentioned, im 
cluding three back rooms fronting Serle-street, a ‘clerks’ office, lobby, 
coal closet, and a loft in the roof, let to S. Scott, Esq., at the 
rent of £75; and a convenient set of residential chambers on 
third floor, comprising a cheerful front room, a back room, and : 
closet adjoining, lobby or clerks’ office, bed room in roof, &c., let to W, 
K. Fenton, Esq.,at £45 perannnm. The chambers may be viewed 
days previous to the sale by permission of the respective tenants, and 
with cards only, which, with printed particulars, may be obtained ¢ 
Messrs. WINSTANLEY, 10, Paternoster-row, E.C. 

Particulars also of 
Messrs. YOUNG, JONES, VALLINGS, & ROBERTS, Solicitors, No, 

St. Mildred’s-court, E.C. ; 

and at the Mart, Bartholomew-lane. 


\ 


Victoria, Australia, attends to collection of debts, &c, 
or all the Australian colonies. 


SANDEL and W. MYERS GRAY, Barriste 

Attorneys-at-Law, and Solicitors, 139, Hollis-street, Halifax, Nov 
Scotia, attend to Collection of Debts, Sale and Purchase ©:Real Est 
Bank and other Stocks, &c, 


T° SOLICITORS, &c., requiring DEED BOXE 
will find the best-made article lower than any other house, ts 
of Prices and sizes may be had gratis or sent post free. 
RICHARD and JOHN SLACK, 336, Strand, opposite Somerset He 
Established nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 sent carriage free. 


aa 


ILLIAM LYNCH, ATTORNEY, SOLICITO 
and PROCTOR, 15, Eldon-chambers, a. a 














LACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a co 
ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals poe 
sessing such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear equal 
to Sterling Silver. Fiddle Pattern. hread 
£s. d. £s. 4 
110 Oand1l 18 0 
1 0 Oand i 10 
0 and | 18 
0 ard 1:10 
0 and 0 18 
in Silyer.—A Sample Tea Spoon 


Sal 


Table Forks, per d0z,...+. 
Dessert ditto . ee 


Table Spoons . 1 10 


8909 8.05 th 


Tea Spoons ...eseecceseee 
Every Article for the Table as 
warded on receipt of 20 stamps. 


LACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 
HOUSE isthe MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality — 
Iron Fenders, 3s. 6d.; Bronzed ditto, 8s. 6d., with standards; su 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s, 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 28, Gd. to 208. 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. set of six. Table Knives 
Forks, 8s. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. 
6s. 6d. set of three; elegant Papier Machéditto, 25s. the set. T 
with plated knob, 5s, 6d.; Coal Scuttles, 2s. 6d. A set of Kitchen 
sils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been ceiebrated for 50 Bre ; 
Ivory Table Knives, 14s., 16s.,and 18s, per dozen. White Bone Knives 
pl 8s. 9d. and 12s.; Black Horn ditto, 8s. and 103, All wats | 
ranted. Ey 
As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, put= 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, and — 
prices of Electro Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing [ronmon- 
gery, &c. May be had gratis or post free. Every article marked in plain — 
figures at the same low prices for which tiieir establishment has beea — 
a for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered cartia ze free | 
per rail. k 
RICHARD AND JOHN SLACK, 336, STRANE LONDON, 


Opposite Somerset House. 











